































































_ Senate the reasons which induced its removal. 
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Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Frank 


and others, of Charlottesville, of the State of Vir- | 
inia, setting forth the evils of the mob spirit 
insubordination, which they represent as prevailing | 
in certain of the States, ** calling themselves, in a 
spirit of self-laudation, and by way of eminence, 
free States,” and asking that Congress will, as a || paid a considerable amount to three individuals 
‘emedy for the evils, “‘in the especial dischargé || for service such as this in examining claims; some 
‘of its duty under that clause of the Constitution || thousands of dollars, I believe, in addition to their 
‘which requires the Government to assure to each | ordinary salary. 
‘of the States a republican form of government, at || I will not object to authorizing the Secretary of 
‘gs early a period as possible, enact a law for the || the Treasury to reopen this case, so far as to ex- 
j 


ereated, consisting of three functionaries of the 
Government, in order to settle this claim. 

We know from experience what is the effect of 
this. At this session, at the instance of my friend 





‘purpose of introducing slavery into the free || amine the additional testimony which may be fur- 


States.’ ; | nished. If this individual is entitled to anything 
Mr. SEWARD moved that the memorial be re- || more, it ought to be paid to him. But to come 


ceived and laid upon the table; which motion was || forward and claim from the Government the 
agreed to. 'amount which he might have made if he had 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. carried on extensive commercial operations, is 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- || going beyond anything I have ever before known 
ing, to which was referred the resolution of the || to be asked of Congress. I am only surprised 
12h of June directing the Committee on Printing that the committee, for a moment, felt themselves 
to inquire into the causes of the delay in furnishing authoized to sanction a claim of this description. 
the Senate with the President’s message and ac- || _ I hope that the resolution will be so changed as 
companying documents, asked to be discharged || to merely authorize the reopening of the accounts, 
from the farther consideration of the same, as the || and then I shall not object to it. While I try to 
message and documents were all printed and de- || 
livered, (|}no man on this floor is more desirous to do 
Also, from the same committee, to which was || justice, and ample justice, to every citizen of the 
referred the motion to print the proceedings of the |} United States that has a fair claim against the 
State Constitution Convention of Michigan, held | Government. 
| 
} 
| 


at Detroit, approving the plan of adjustment rec- || Mr. BADGER. In order to guide my own 

ommended by the Committee of Thirteen, reported || action on the question before the Senate, | desire 

in favor of printing the same; which was agreed to. || to be informed by my friend, the chairman of the 
Mr. HOUSTON submitted the following, which | committee, whether the bill has been reported 

lies over under the rule: || with the general consent.of the Judiciary Com- 
Resolved, That the President be requested to furnish the || mittee. 


Senate with copies of all orders, letters, and correspond- || Mr. BUTLER. It had the assent of two of 
ence, relative to the late evacuation of Fort Poik, in the i the members of the committee, besides myself, 


State of Texas, as a military post, and communicate to the | . . os . 
3 oe | making a majority, and there was no dissent as 
| far as [ am informed. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitted the fol- || ‘ ; ‘ 
lowing resolution; which was considered and ||. | have no very great information on this sub- 
agreed to: | ject, beyond what is disclosed in the report. Mr. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed, if within Sibbald, in his application, seeks for a larger = 
his possession and not incompatible with the public inter- || demnity than the reportallows. He asks interest 
est, to furnish the Senate with a copy of the report made to || from the time of his loss until the adjustment of 


General Riley by Lieutenant E. O. C. Ord, of a reconnois- || his accounts: be asks for consequential da 
= : mo th 8; : en tid mages. 
sanee between Los Angeles and San Diego, in California. The committee have pepad lated ell. sath pila. 
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|| ances. - And the accounting officers, in examining 
On motion by Mr. BUTLER, the Senate pro- | this, will have these general principles before them, 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- || so that they cannot allow damages of this kind, 
sideration of the foe resolution ‘ for the relief of || The only damages allowed are such as have been 
Charles F. Sibbald.’* || allowed in former reports. This is founded upon 
Mr. KING. I would ask if there is a written || the grounds, as Mr. Sibbald alleges, that all the 
report in this case? evidence was not reached by the accounting offi- 
Mr. BUTLER. There is. | cers, or a larger allowance would have been made. 
Mr. KING. Then let it be read. | He claims consequential damages for the loss of 
The report of the Committee on the Judiciary || his credit, ships, and merchandise. But the com- 
was accordingly read. | mittee would not allow these consequential dam- 
_Mr. KING. Mr. President, I heard but a por- || ages 
tion of the report, in consequence of the noise || As I understand it, the state of the matter was 
around me. But, from what aid hear, it appears || this: Mr. Sibbald was a merchant at Philadelphia, 
to me that if there is any claim on the part of this || doing a prosperous business. He left his business 
individual for further relief than that afforded by || in Philadelphia, and invested all*his capital in 
the Secretary of the Treasury, it ought to be || these lands, and in erecting saw-mills, getting ves- 
reached by simply passing a resolution authorizing || sels and other appliances and arrangements to 
the Secretary of the Treasury to reéxamine the || carry on an extensive business in Florida. The 
case; and if there is any additional evidence pre- || Government, under the assumption that the title 
sented by this individual, let that officer take it || to the land vested in them, seized upon his mill, de- 
into consideration and make such additional al- || prived him of his land, and in fact arrested him,thus 
lowance as that evidence may seem to justify. || subjecting him to great loss and great inconveni- 
t the claim as set forth is not, I think, one that || ence. All the acts heretofore passed for his relief, 
ought to be recognized by thisGovernment. Here || have been for the purpose of giving him indemnity 
18a decision with regard to a land title. This in- for the loss of his saw-mill, andthe actual loss 
dividual oes upon land which the Government || sustained by the wrongful interference of the Gov- 
aims. He erects mills, in order to cut off the || ernment. This joint resolution is only to direct 
timber and send it to market. The Government, || the proper accounting officers to reéxamine the 
endeavoring to protect its own property on what || accounts, and pay him whatever amount may 
Was supposed to be the public lands, dtove away || have been found to be due to him. I do not know 
this individual. Ultimately he succeeded in get- || that a dollar will be paid him. 
ting a decision of the court in favor of the claim he | Mr. YULLE. 
Set up, to a portion of the lands, at least. Con- 
gress, under these circumstances, passed an act 
Authorizing the settlement and payment of his 
Po It was accordingly adjudicated by the 
ptroller under the act of Congress. And he 
comes O39 how, not presenting additional 

















thing of this matter. Mr. Sibbald isa very worthy 
gentleman, and [ should be very happy to see him 
receive all that is due to him. But I am ander 
the impression that he has already»received as 
much as this Government, in justice and in a liberal 
performance of its. duties, ought to have allowed 
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) , | evidence, and asking adjudication on that evi- | 
Carr, Michael Scribner, Jeremiah Stoneburner, | dence, but he asks thata kind of board shall be | 


| may present may be made. 


from Virginia, who pressed it very ably, we have || 


| tion. 


guard, as far as I can, against improper claims, | 


| money in the enterprise. 


r. President, | know some- || 
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him. Under that impression, I cannot agree to go 
beyond what has been suggested by the Senator 
from Alabama, (Mr. Kuve.) | am willing thatan 
examination of any additional testimony that he 
But 1 can go no 
further. 

1 think there have already been three different 
acts of legislation by Congress for the relief of the 
petitioner in this case. On each occasion it was 
referred to the accounting officers for an ascer*ain- 
ment of the amount, who made an award. With 


_ each award he has been dissatisfied, and has come 


back to Congresa three times for their further ac- 
Congress has yielded to his solicitations, 
and, under different awards, this individual has 
received, | understand, about $55,500 or $60,000. 
[ am really of opinion that he has reecived enough. 
W hile I am willing to concede to him great worth, 
and great integrity; while I believe that he suffered 
much loss, which ought to be compensated by the 
Government, yet, believing that sufficient compen- 
sation has been made to him, | cannotagree to thie 
joint resolution. I should be willing to lay before 
a committee the facts of the case, or | should be 
willing to let the case go before the board pro- 
posed to be organized for the examination of 
claims, the bill for which organization has pessed 
the Senate, and will, | am informed, pass the House 
of Representatives. I should be willing to do thia, 
because then there would be an opportunity for 
the United Stutes to be represented by their atior- 
ney. Inthat way, full justice would be done to the 
claimant, as well as to the United States. | shall, 
therefore, oppose the resolution, because it leaves 
the impression that Congress thought something 
further was due to this individual. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, | obtained some 
little knowledge of this matter when I, was on the 
Committee of Claims at the last Congreas, 1 did 


| not make very much investigation, but I investi- 


gated it as much as my duties would permit. I 
found that this was a case in which gross outrage 
had Been practised upon this gentleman by the 
officers of the United States. The facts of the case 
are these: This gentleman was a merchani of 


| wealth and credit in the city of Philadelphia, He 
|| embarked in a large enterprise with a view to cut- 


ting the timber on a large tract of land which he 
obtained by purchase. 
Mr. YULEE. He obtained it by inheritance. 
Mr. MASON. That only makes the case so 
much the stronger for him. But, at any rate, he 
was in possession of a large tract of land, upon 
which he builta saw-mill. He purchased boats 
and entered very largely into the business of cut- 
ting timber. He embarked a very large sum of 
And, while in the midst 
of it, the officers of the Government came, broke 
up his whole establishment, drove off his hands, 
shut up his saw-mill, and arrested him while he 
was in the discharge of his proper and appropriate 
duties. The Government being of strong arm, 
the citizen could not resist. His only alternative 
was to come into court and establish his title to the 
land. He did go into court, and he established 
his title; and he now comes before this Govers- 
| ment and asks redress for losses which he hae 
| sustained. These are the facts. It would seer 
that something had been paid to this individual 
| previous to this. What amount may have been 
paid I do not know—some say $22,000, and othera 
say $55,000. 1 am utterly uninformed as to the 
amount which has been paid. But 1 do know 
that the Judiciary Committee recommended to the 
Senate that the proper atcounting officers should 
be directed to inquire into the case, and if money 
be due, to pay it. ; 
| The fact appears that this gentleman has in- 
curred very heavy losses. Any one that knows 
| anything at all about the organization of this Gov- 
| ernment, knows that, whether it resu!ts from bed 
organization, or from the want of organization, 


'| there is no mode of adjusting these claims so a9 to 
| do justice to both the Government and the claimant, 
|| Proper and fair claims are denied because of the 
| want of a proper tribunal to investigate them. 1 
‘| have mo other knowledge of this case than that 
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which I have derived when on the Committee of 
Claima, from a cursory examination of the papers. 
I am satisfied from what I have seen that the claim 
is right. | 

It is the duty of this Government not to shut its || 
ears against claimants. Every citizen who has a || 
claim against the Government has a right to be || 
heard before the proper tribunal, in order that jas- | 
tice may be done. We ought not to hastily op- || 
pere that which has received the sanction of a | 
committee because a Senator differs from the com- | 
mittee. I think this claim is right and ought to be 1 
granted. 4| 


A mene 





Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, as a general || 
role, | am willing to be guided by the Senator from 
Alabama (Mr. Kine] in reference to subjects of 
this kind, for the reason that he is generally very 
aceurate. But lam unwilling to go as far as he || 
has suggested. [ understood the honorable Sena- | 
tor from Alabama to say that he was willing to let | 
this claim go back to the proper accounting officers 
and be again adjudicated. [do not know that I 
am in possession of all the facts of this case, but, 
as far as Tam in possession of them, my judgment 
lends me to decide against it, and to oppose all le- | 
gistation that will look by possibility to any fur- | 
ther allowances to this individual. ‘The first tinie 
his claim was presented he received thirty-odd 
thousand dollars. He, being dissatisfied with 
that, applied to us, and we referred his claim to 
the proper accounting officer—the Second Comp- |! 
troller—to be adjudicated upon principles of equity 
and justice. That officer, as | understand, after 
exumining the case, and understanding it thor- | 
oughly, decided that there was really nothing due | 
to Mr. Sibbald. But the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, having, of course, revisory power, made an | 
order of an award of $22,000, which was directed 
to be paid to Mr. Sibbald. 

Now, if we are to legislate on this claim, and 
this gentleman insists upon a farther allow- 
ance, I would. propose that, before we act, we 
should have the report of the Second Comptroller. 
I think he made a report, in which he showed con- 
clusively that in the beginning this individual was 
efititied to nothing. And it is admitted that he 
has already received over fifty thousand dollars. 

Now, ! do not undertake to say, that he had 
not originally a good claim. Nor do I say, that | 
thirty-odd thousand dollars was too much. But, | 
if my opinion be correct, the late allowance of | 
twentv-two thousad dollars, made by the fiat of | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, ought never to | 
have been paid. Tf am unwilling to refer this | 
qnestion, either to a board, to an auditor, or to \\ 
any other officer, so as to build up a claim for | 
any further allowance. I do not believe that this | 
case has merit or justice in it. 

-The hour having arrived for the consideration of 
the epecial order— 

Mr. CLAY. I move to lay,the resolution on | 
the table. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman withdraw 
it so as to allow me one single remark with regard 
to the revisory power of the Secretary of the Treas- 


“a. |} 
Mr. CLAY. If the gentleman will renew the || 
motion. i 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. I wish to say but 
a single word. The Senator from Indiana seems | 
to suppose thatthe Comptroller had made an ad- || 
verse report on the subject, and that the $22,000 | 
was paid by the mere fiat of the Secretary of the || 
Treasury. Thatis notso. The Secretary of the | 
Treasury did revise his report to some extent, but | 
not so as to give him $22,000. It was not by the | 
Secretary’s mere fiat that the $22,000 was paid— || 
not at all. | 

Bat itis time that | should redeem the pledge I 
mate to the Senator from Kentucky to renew his 
motion. , 1 must therefore move to lay the resolu- | 
tion on the table. P l) 

The motion was agreed to. / 


| 
i 
THE COMPROMISE BILL, | 


1 
i} 


i} 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration || 
of the bill for the admission of California asa State | 
inte the Union, to establish territorial governments | 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals } 
to Texas for the establishment of her western and || 
northern boundaries. 

The pending question was on the amendment of || 
Mr. Sovie, of on the 26th of June. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, resumed the re- 
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| agreeable to the Senate. 


| of executive business, 


| braced in this bill. 


|| yeas and nays. 


|| Sorie’s amendment, and were as follow: 


|| Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clay, Cooper, Corwin. Davis of Mas- | 





marks which he commenced yesterday, and ad- 1 sum be agreed upon, then I propose to offer the 


dressed the Senate for an hour. He was followed | 
by Mr. SOULE, Mr. WEBSTER, Mr. DOUG. |) 
LAS, and Mr. KING, of whose remarks a report || 
will appear in the Anpendix. \| 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I do not rise || 
now for the purpose of entering into this discus. || 
sion, which has been so instructive to us fora long | 
time, and upon which has been expended so much || 
learning; but Lam rather desirous at some time of || 


| expressing my opinion upon this subject generally. || 


I do not propose to occupy a great deal of the time 


| of the Senate, but so much as is necessary to do |; 


that T am desirous of oceupying. 1 will proceed || 
at this time, or at another time that may be more || 


Mr. FOOTE. Now would be exceedingly || 
agreeable. er 
Mr. DAVIS. It isa late hour of the day, and | 


as there is a necessity for an executive session, I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


Mr. WHITCOMB. On that motion I call for | 
the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HALE. Is it competent to move that the || 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Executive | 
husiness until the Senate has made some disposi- || 
tion of the business before it? | 
} 





The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
raise that point of order? 
Mr. HALE. I do, sir. 
Mr. CLAY (to Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts.) || 
Let the question be taken now on the amendment, 
and you can speak on Monday. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. The Senator | 
from Kentucky suggests that I had better address 
the Senate on some future occasion. We have 
been discussing this subject a long time, and I per- | 
ceive that there are evident signs that the discus- I} 
sion is coming toaclose. I desire to make a few 
remarks, and, therefore, I do not wish to be shut | 
1 
| 
} 


out from the discussion, 

Mr. CLAY. For one, IT shall be disposed to 
give the Senator, or any other gentleman, a full 
opportunity of discussing generally the subject em- 
I have myself all along intend- 
ed to make a speech on the close of the debate, || 
in reply to the arguments of gentlemen from time || 
to time on this measure; but, at this time, let the 

uestion be taken on the amend ment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I am quite || 
satisfied to take any course that will be agreeable | 
to the Senate. 

Mr. CLAY. On the amendment I call for the 


The yeas and nays were crdered. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, it was my de- 
sire to have made some remarks upon the question 
now pending; but, if it is the present desire of the 
Senate to proceed to a vote, I will not obtrude my- | 
self upon the Senate. 

The yeas and nays were then taken on Mr. 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Barnwell, Berrien, Butler, | 
Clemens, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Downs, Foote, 
Houston, Hunter, King, Mason, Morton, Rusk, Sebastian, | 
Soulé, Turnev, and Vulee—19 

NAYS— Messrs. Badger, Baldwin, Bel', Benton, Bright, 


sachueetts, Day on, Dickinson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Doug- 


las, Felch, Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Miller, Norris, || 
| 


|| Wednesday be too early a day, I would suggest 


Pearce, Phelps, Pratt, Seward, Shields, Smith, Sturgeon, 
Underwood, Upham, Wales, Walker, Webster, and Whit- | 
comb—36. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. President 
is there now any amendment pending? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no amend- 
ment now pending. 

Mr. BENTON. Is the Senator waiting for an 
amendment to be offered ? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes. 

Mr. BENTON. If the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has no amendmer. to offer, | have one. | 


»| 





Mr. DAVIS. I have none. 

Mr. BENTON. Then the bill is open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. President, I think T have 
an amendment lying upon the table in relation to 
the sum to be paid to Texas, specifying that for 
the sum that may be paid she shall relinquish all 
her public lands. I laid such an amendment on 
the table for consideration; but it is not my pur- 
pose to movelit until the sum shall have been fixed 
upon, because the propriety of the amendment 
will depend upon the sum to be paid. If a large 
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|| intend to pro 


| Senate. 
|, subject since the bill has been reported, and | wish 
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amendment in that connection. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I have alres 
stated, and I adhere to the purpose, that | do 
e to fill the blank in the & 
it is on its third reading, On reaching that st 
I will move to fill the blank with the amount oe 
paid to Texas, and then the question wil} be o en 

uch was the opinion of the committee. mm 
#Mr. DAYTON. May I ask, then, whether it 
will be inorder for me to offer my amendmen: at 


ily 
40 not 
Hb uni 


|| that stage of the bill? 


Mr. CLAY. No, it will not. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 


no amendment can be moved at that time withou: 


| the unanimous consent of the Senate. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. Mr. Presiden, 


| if there be no amendment pending, | do not propose 


to submit any; but it would be agreeable to me ty 
make the remarks which | desire to offer, and tj 


| proceed now or to-morrow, as the Senate May 


refer. 
Mr. FOOTE and other Senators. 
Mr. HALE. Oh, no; to-morrow. 
Mr. DAVIS then proceeded to address the Sep. 
ate; and, having spoken an hour without conely. 
ding, he gave way for a motion to adjourn. 


Now, now, 


_ Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate now ad. 
ourn. 
Mr. YULEE. 1 trust the Senator will with. 


draw the motion. I think it is necessary it should 
go into executive business. 


Mr. HALE. Then I will withdraw the mo. 


|| tion. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I have risen merely 
to express the hope that it will meet the general 
concurrence of the Senate, on both sides of the 
Chamber—and [ have had a consultation with 
several gentlemen opposed to the bill, and they 
have concurred in the suggestion—that we should 
now indicate a day when we shall decide the final 
question on the engrossment of the bill. | hope 
it may be agreeable to the Senate to take the ques- 
tion upon the engrossment of the bill on Wednes- 
day next. That will give us to-morrow and three 
other days for discussion. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I do not know 
whether any other gentlemen desire to address the 
But I have not yet said anything on»the 


I should not 
the understanding that at 
| so early a day the Senate should come to a final 
| decision. I am very reluctant to ask the Senate 
| to defer anything for me, for 1 do not know that 
| I shall say anything which will be of any very 
| great advantage to the country, or that I shall state 
| my views very much at large upon this subject. 
| But I shall be afraid, if the ume for a final decia- 

ion be fixed at such an early day as Wednesday 
| next, that neither I nor other gentlemen who de- 


to say something on the subject. 
like to be restricted b 


| sire to address the Senate will have sufficient time 
|| to express themselves as fully as they should de- 


sire. 
Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I had supposed 


|| there were four or five gentlemen who wished to 


speak on this subject. In fact, I myself wish to 
speak for an hour and a half or two hours, by way 
| of general reply to what has been urged. But if 


Thursday next as a proper day on which to have 
| the bill engrossed. There would be great pro- 
| priety in taking the vote on that day. ‘There will 
| be an understanding, | hope, that the question on 
| engrossment will be taken on Wednesday next, 
unless the Senator from Tennessee, or some other 
Senator, desires to be heard. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. It would not be well to 
fix Thursday, for the Senate may not sit on that 


day. 

Mr. BELL. [ do not wish to obtrude myself 
on the indulgence of the Senate. They need not 
do anything particularly for my benefit. 

Mr. YULEE submitted the following as an 
amendment, which he will hereafter offer: 

At the end of the 37th section add the following : 

“That citizens of the Uuited States emigrating with their 

| slaves into the Territory of Utah, or of New Mexico, shail 
be protected in their property in such slaves, so long as they 
continue under territorial govetnments.” 

On motion by Mr. YULEE, the Senate then pro- 

ed to the consideration of executive business, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened and the Senate adjourned. 
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Sarurpar, June 29, 1850. 

The Journal was read. 

Mr. McLANAAAN asked and obtained leave | 
to withdraw from the files the papers of Thomas 

Miller. 
Be McCLERNAND rose to a privileged ques- | 
tion, and stated that he had yesterday moved to lay | 
the contested election case on the table. He could | 
appeal, if it were necessary, to his friend from Ala- | 
bana, (Mr. Inee,} who happened to be near him 
atthe time, and heard his motion. The fact was 
pot so stated on the Journal. 
The SPEAKER said, that he distinctly recol- | 
jected to have heard the gentleman from Hlinois || 
nearest his Chair (Mr. Hanars}] make the motion, 
and the fact was so entered, — 

Mr. McCLERNAND acquiesced in this expla- | 
pation and the conversation dropped. . 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BURT. I believe the first business in or- 
der is the contested-election case ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the first business in 
order. 

Mc, BURT. ‘Then I call for the order, 

Mr 414AMMOND desired to make a report from 
the Committee on Engraving, which he said he 
believed to be in order, 

The SPEAKER stated that the report would 
not be in order pending the question of privilege— 
the contested election. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the || 
yoanimous consent to take up a few Senate bills 
from the Speaker’s table, for the purpose of refer- 
ence. 

Mr. PRESTON KING objected. 

Mr. BURT desired to say to the gentlemen from | 
Mississippt and to the House, that as soon as this 
contested election should be disposed of he —— 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, ex- || 
cept by general consent. 

Mr. PRESTON KING. Then I call the gen- 
tleman from Seuth Carolina to order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to any || 


conversation or discussion. 
CONTESTED ELECTION—IOWA. 


Mr. Witt1am THompson, sitting member. 

Mr. Dantet F. Mriier, contestant. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in || 
order to be the further consideration of the resolu- || 
tion reported by the Committee on Elections in 
the above case. 

The resolution declares that Mr. THompson is || 
entitled to the seat he now holds, from the first | 
congressional district of Iowa. 

Pending the consideration of this resolution, | 
Mr. Harats, of Illinois, had last evening moved 
that the whole subject be laid on the table; and | 
the question was first upon the motion to lay on | 
the table. 

Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, asked the yeas and | 
nays. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, inquired if it was in 
order to move a call of the House? {| 

The SPEAKER replied that it was not—the | 
main question having been ordered to be put. | 

Mr. HARRIS. TU move, then, that the House || 


adjourn; and I call the yeas and nays, for the ex- | 


press purpose of getting members together. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being ta- | 
ken, were yeas 12, nays 182. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
The question recurring on the motion to lay the 
whole subject on the table— 


The question was taken, and the vote resulted— | 


yeas 93, nays 103; as follow: 1 


| 
The yeae and nays were ordered. | 
YEA3—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, || 


Beale, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. 
Brown, William J. Brown, Buel, Burt, J Cable, G. 
A. Caldwell, Cartter, W. R. W. Cobb, Ceicock, Daniel, 
Dimmiek, Doty, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Peather- 
eg Fitch, Gerry, Gorman, Green, Holl, Hammond, Har- 
Eerie een iiaday, Hows a. inathard, tog, Josep 
’ rd, Holladay, Howard, Hu oseph | 
W. Jackson, Robert W. Johneon Jones Vallee’ ti : 
D. er, Littlefield, Joh Mann, Mason, M 
Men McD well, MeLanahan, MeQueen, Me Withe, | 
Ro Miler, Millson, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orz, Peasiee, | 
eek, Phelps, Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robin- | 
ra Savage, Sawtelle, Frederic« P. Stanton, Richard 
Stanton, Strong, Sweetser, ‘Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
Ww Thompson, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wallace, 
waenem Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, — 
raat Young—93. | 
AYS—Mesers. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Anderson, | 








| ble, 


ee Casey, Chandier, Clingman, Cole, 
rc 


Sére, | 
eClernand, Me. || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 

















1M 








enc SEN F | Andrews, Baker, Bennett, Ri Bokee, Breck, Brigzs, | 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. |! Andrew Baker, Beanest, Minghom Bokee, Brey Ragen | 
| Caldwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, Clingman, 


Cole, Conger, Conrad, Crowell, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, 
Dancan, Durkee, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Fowler, 
Freediey, Gentry, Giddings, Gott, Gould, Grisnell, Hatlo- 
way, Hampton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hitiiara, 
Holmes, Houston, Howe, Hunter, James L. Johnson, Kerr, 
Daniel P. King, George G. King, James G. King, Johu A. 
King. Preston King, Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, 
MeGanghey, MeKissock, Finis E. McLean, McMullen, 
Meacham, Moore, Nelson, Newell, Ogie, Otis, Ouvlaw, 
Pitman, Putwam, Reed, Reynolds, Risiey, Rockwell, Root, 
Rumsey, Sackett, Schenck, Sehermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Seddon, Shepperd, Siivester, Sp ulding, Sprague, Stanly, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, J. B. Thomp- 
son, Thurman, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Vin- 
eee ee White, Williams, Winthrop, and Wood- 
ward—103. 


[Several gentleman, when their names were 
called declined to vote, stating that they had paired 
off, viz: Mr. Goopenow with his colleague, Mr. 
FuLLer, who was obliged to be absent; Mr. Cor- 


| Win with his colleague, Mr. Hoagcianp; Mr. Ham- 


ILTON with his colleague, Mr. Bowie; Mr. Srer- 
son with Mr. Asumun; Mr. McLane with a gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Puanrx,} who had 
pai'ed off for Mr. McL.’s convenience, the latter 
hav'ng been detained from his seat for several 
days by indisposition in his family. ] 

Mr. DISNEY (having responded to his name) 
stated that he had voted through inadvertence, 
having paired off with a gentleman; and desired to 
withdraw his vote, 

No objection being made— 

Mr. DISNEY was allowed to withdraw his 
vote. 

The SPEAKER announced the vote (as above) 
—yeas 93, nays 103. 

So the House refused to lay the subject on the 


|| table. 


The question recurring on agreeing to the reso- 
lution by Mr. Strone, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Elections— 

Mr. McDONALD moved to postpone the further 


| consideration of the subject until Monday. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that it is not in order aranempans after the main 
question has been ordered to be now put. 

The resolution was reported, as follows: 

Resolved, That William Thompson is entitied to the seat 


in this House which he now holds as the Representative 
from the first congressional di-trigt of Iowa. 


The question being on its adoption— 


Mr. COLE asked the yeas and nays. ~ 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 94, nays 102; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Averett, Bay, Bayly, 
Beale, Bissell, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G, 
Brown, W. J. Broven, Buel, Burt, Joseph Cabie, G. A. Caid- 


well, Cartter, W.R. W. Cobb, Coicock, Daniel, Dimmmick, | 


Doty, Duubam, Edmundson, Ewing, Featherston, Fie, 
Gerry, Gorinan, Green. Hall, Hammond, Harian, [.G. Harris, 
Samp-on W. Harris, Thomas L, Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, 
Howard, Hubbard, Inge, J. W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, La Sére, Leiter, Little- 
field, Job Mann, Mason, MeClernand, McDonald, McDow- 
ell, McLanahan, McQueen, MeWillie, Meade, Miller, 
Millson, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Peasiee, Peck, Piel s, 
Potter, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Sav- 
age, Sawielle, F. P. Stanton, R. H. Stanton, Strong, Sweet- 
ser, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, James Thompson, Vena- 
Walden, Waldo, Wailace, Weillborn, Wentworth, 
Whittiesey, Wildrick, Wilmot, Wood and Y oung—%4. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alexander, Allen, Anderson, Andrews, 
Baker, Be .nett, Bingham 
Chester Butler, T. B. Butler, J. P. Caldwell, Calvin, 
Conger, 
Conrad, »well, Deberry, Dickey, Dixon, Dunean, Dur- 
kee, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evaus, Fowler, Freediey, 
Gentry, Giddings, Gou, Gould, Grinnell, Halloway, Hamp- 
| ton, Hay, Haymond, Hebard, Henry, Hiiliar , Holmes, 


King, George G. King, J mes G. King, John A King, Pres 
ton King, Horace Mann, Marshal, Matteson, McGaugtir y, 
McKissock, Finis E. McLean, Meacham, Mvuore, More- 
| head, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Pitman, Putnam, 
Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rumsey, Sackett, 
Schenek, mehermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seddon, Shepperd, 
| Silvester, Spaulding, § e, Stauly, A. H. siephens, 


Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor ohn B. Thompson, Thurman, | 
> 


Toombs 
White, Williams, Winthrop, and Woodward—1v2. 
{Mr. CABELL, of Florida, declined to vote, 


Tuck, Underhil 

| having paired off with Mr. Gitmore. } 
} 

| 

; 

| 


Van Dyke, Vigton, Watkins, 


Mr. Tuompson, entitled to his seat, was rejected. 


Mr. MecGAUGHEY addressed the Speaker, and | 


was recognized. 

He said he had risen for the purpose of offering 
a resolution, which he hoped would meet the con- 
currence of every member of the House. 


#» 


read.”*) 


Bokee, Breck, Briggs, Burrows, | 


| Houston, Howe, Hunter, J. L. Johnson, Kerr, Daniet P. | 


So the resolution declaring the sittung member, | 


Great disorder and excitement. 

| ‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 

| will suspend antl order is restored and members 
have resumed their seats. 

Mr. HALL. Is itin order for the gentleman 
| to make a speech ? 

The SPEAKER, | The gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr. MeGaveugy] has been recognized, and he 
| proposes to offer a resolution. The Chair has re- 
| quested him to auspend on account ef the disorder 
| in the House. If the gentieman transcends the 
| limits of order, the Chair will call him to order. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY began to read the resolu- 
| tion, but he was heard but by very few members, 
| Owing to the indistinctness of his voice and the 

noise in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER called the House to order 
| again, and requested the gentleman from Indiana 
| to suspend, 

A pause ensued. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 

will proceed. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. I desire to accompan 
this resolution with a few remarks, which | arink 
wil satisfy every gentleman on this floor-that 

Mr. SCHENCK was understood to rise to a 
point of order, and to object to the gentleman from 

| Indiana proceeding unul the resolution he pre- 
posed to offer was reported and it was ascertained 
to be a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER requested Mr. McGaveuer to 
send up the resolution to the Chair. 

The resolution was sent up and read, ae fol- 
lows: 





Revolwed, That a vacancy exists in the representation in 
this House from the first congressional district of the Senate 
of Lowa, and that thé Speaker be requested to notify the 
Governor of said Suerte thereof. 

The SPEAKER announced that the question 
was on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY. I wish to state that I 
am not a volunteer to offer this resolutiod. | am 
a member of the Committee on Elections, and 
what | de here I do with the full consent and eon- 

| currence of the gentleman who, with the sitting 
member, is the most deeply interested in this elec- 
ition. The first thing that that gentleman—the 
contestant—did before the Committee om Elec- 
tions, was to propose to the sitting member that 
this election should be referred back to the people. 

Mr. CARTTER rose to a point of order, and 
inquired if it was in order to give the private bi- 
ography of this contestant? 

Mr, RICHARDSON made the point that no 

| debate was in order upon this resolution. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is of opinion that 

|| debate is in order. 

Mr. HIBBARD rose to a point of order, and 

| submitted that it was not in order for the gentie- 
man to allude to what had taken piace in commit- 
tee. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has no hesitation 
in repeating what he has often said before upon 
| this point, that it is improper for gentlemen to 
| allude to anything that has transpired in the com- 
| mittees. 

Mr. JONES inquired if this was a question of 
privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. BURT. I desire to ask of the Chair, for 
the information of the House, whether the result 
of the votes upon the two propositions reported 
from the Committee on Elections is not of itself 
that there is a vacancy, and whether ii is not usual 
for the Speaker of this House, in similar cases, 

|| to inform the proper authoriy in lowa of thet 

|| fact? I remember that it was done in the case of 

the contested election from New York, and that 
| no resolution whatever was adopted. 

‘| The SPEAKER. Upon reference to the Journal 
it appears that no resolution was adopted in che 

| New York case; but at the same time the Chair 
thinks the House can adopt this resolution if they 
think proper. 

Mr. BURT. My point of order, then, is, that 
the resolution is not matter of privilege, and | ob- 

| ject to its introduction. 

|" The SPEAKER. The Chair has entertained 
'| the resolution as a question of privilege, and there- 
1 fore overrules the point of order. 

‘| Mr. MceCLERNAND. I anderstand when this 
|| subject was taken up, it was taken up in pursuance 


Cries of “* Read the resolution !” “ Send it up | of a special order appointing « day for its consider- 


|} ation. Since that time the reports of the majority 


oe ce ee nn 4 = 
ee Se — 


and the minority of the committee have been under . 
cOridideration, and action has been taken which ex- | 


nn MR 


hévsts the whole subject, and exhausts the order | many gentlemen in the House who were ready 
of the House, and nothing is now left before the | and willing to vote upon the proposition of the 


Houre for its action. | submit, therefore, that the 
reso ution of the gentieman from Indiana is not in | 


order. 

The SPEAKER. The same point was made 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, and the | 
Choir has overruled it. The Chair does not rule 
this resolution to be in order on the ground that 
the subject was made a special order, but because 


it isa question of privilege and would be enter- | 


tained without reference to the special order of the 
House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. At any time? 

The SPEAKER. At any time, as a question 
of privilege, it would be in order. 

Mr. PRESTON KING made the point of or- | 
der, that this resolution declaring that a vacancy | 
existed, waa not in order before the right of the 
contestant to the seat was passed upon. That 
question had not been decided. 


gentleman from New York cannot be considered 
ae & point of order. It is a question for the con- 
sideration of the House. ‘The House, if they 
adopt this resolutien, will declare that a vacancy 


éxists, and will require the Chair to notify the || 


Governor of Iowa of the fact. 
Mr. PRESTON KING. 
wish to call the attention of the House. ‘The res- 
olution ia a resolution declaring in substance, that 
Mr. Miller is not entitled to a seat upon this floor. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. McGaveuey] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BURT. 
feigned respect for the judgment of the Chair, to 
take the sense of the House upon the proposition | 
made as a point of order, and I therefore feel it 
my duty, to appeal from the decision. 1 believe it 
is competent for me to say a few words in support 
of the appeal? 


The SPEAKER intimated that remarks would || (Mr. Srrowe.] 


be in order upon the appeal, and requested the 
gentleman from South Carolina to suspend until 
order was restored in the Hall. 
Order having in some degree been restored— 
Mr. BURT said that the facts that gave rise to 


the’question of order, which had been propounded | 


io the Chair, were, that the House had voted upon | 


the propositions reported to the House from the || 
majority and from the minority of the Committee || 


on Elections; and had negatived a resolution af- 
firming the right of the sitting member to retain 
his seat. He apprehended that the action of the 
House upon these two propositions disposed of 


the matter of the contested election entirely, and || 


necessarily affirmed that there was a vacancy in 
the House in the representation of the State of 
lowa. The usage of the House, as the Chair 
must be aware, when such a result had been pro- 
duced by the action of the House, was for the | 
Speaker te inform the proper authorities of the 
State of the fact. A matter of privilege, he appre- 
hended, related to some member of the House. 


Me could not conceive of a matter of privilege || 


affecting this House that did not concern some 
particular member of the House. In this instance | 


there was no one entitled to occupy the seat of a | 


member from the first congressional district of 


lowa. ‘Thete was a vacancy. Suppose the seat || draw the previous question, that | may make,an || 
had been vacated by the death of a member of the || 


House, would anybody suppose that a resolution, 
similar to that offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana would be in order, and should be per- 


mitted ‘to override the other business of the House? | 


He thought not. And, with great deference to | 
the opinion of the Chair, as he felt some cu- | 
rigsity to know upon what ground the Chair based 
his decision that it was a question of privilege, he 


took an appeal. | 
Mr. MORSE desired simply to remark, that 


the point of order made by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, as he understood it, was, 
that the resolution was out of order because | 
the House had decided already that there was a | 
vacancy in the representation of Iowa. The || 
House, he said, decided no such thing, and || 
the gentleman from Indiana had very properly | 
offered ‘a resolution declaring the fact that a va- | 
ow a in the ste a to of the State | 

owa, instru the Speaker of this | 
Body #0 to inform the proper authorities of the || 


| Carolina had no right to come to the conclusion 


; | first upon the motion to lay on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The question raised by the | 


I desire, with very great and un- || 
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ae 


| 
| 


State.-This House had not yet decided that there | 
was avacancy. He apprehended there were very | 


gentleman from Indiana, and to declare that a || 
vacancy existed. But the gentleman from South || 


he had arrived at. He hoped, therefore, that the || 
decision of the Chair would be sustained, and 
that the House would vote upon the resolution. 


He moved that the appeal be laid upon the || 


table. 

The SPEAKER stated the question: The gen- 
tleman from Indiana had offered a resolution, de- 
claring that a vacancy existed in this House from 
the first congressional district in lowa, and direct- 


'| ing the Speaker to inform the Executive of that || 
|| State of the fact; the Chair had ruled that this res- 


olution'was in order; from that decision the gen- 


| short statement. 


| upon my motion to lay the resolution of the 
| tleman from Indiana on the table. 


June 29 


SD 
A pause ensued. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn 
sylvania asks the unanimous consent to make , 
statement to this House, as he says, in behale of 
Mr. Thompson, 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. A 


very 


The SPEAKER. Is objection made? 
Objection was made: by whom, the reporter did 
not hear. 


Mr. SCHENCK. ‘The question, 1 believe, ig 


en- 
Le _ But before 
that is put, Lrise toa privileged question, and move 


to reconsider the vote by which Mr. THompsoy 
was excluded, and to lay that motion on the table 
Mr. CARTTER. 1 demand the yeas anj 





| tleman from South Carolina had taken an appeal, 
and the gentleman from Louisiana had moved to 
lay the appeal on the table. The question was 


The question was taken, and decided in the 
affirmative, without a division. 
So the appeal was laid on the table. 





The question recurred on the adoption of the || 
} 


| resolution of Mr. McGaveueyr. 


Mr. McGAUGHEY. I desire to say that I 
felt constrained to offer this resolution; and I want | 


or not, I shall vote for no resolution to introduce | 
Mr. Miller to a seat here, though I am entirely | 
satisfied that Mr. Miler is elected. The reason 
why I will not vote to admit him is, because I 
will not do a dishonorable thing for anybody. I | 
| have stated this morning that | would offer this | 
| resolution; and on the faith of my declaration, at | 
| least one gentleman, the gentleman from Virginia, 
| (Mr. McMvtuen,] voted against the resolution 
|| reported by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
If the Speaker will decide upon 
the present state of votes that there is a vacancy. 
|| I will withdraw the resolution. 
|| [Cries of ** No! hold on to your resolution.” 
| MeGaveney] permit’me to say a word? 
The SPEAKER, (to Mr. McGavener.) Does | 
| the gentleman from Indiana yield the floor to his | 
colleague? 
Mr. MeGAUGHEY. 


order. 


Mr. McDONALD. I do not rise to a point of | 


| order. i want to make a remark.or two that will 
settle this whole difficulty in five minutes. 

Mr. WILMOT, (in hisseat.) There is no dif- 
| fieulty. 


| Mr. McGAUGHEY (still retaining the floor) | 


| repeated that this proposition to send the case 


|| back to the people was the proposition of Mr. 


| Miller when the Committee on Elections first met; 

he (Mr. 
| Mr. Miller had wanted done for three or four | 
| months. He demanded the previous question. 

Mr. LEFFLER appealed to the gentleman from 
Indiana to withdraw the demand for the previous | 
question. 

Mr. McGAUGHEY declined to withdraw. 

Mr. McDONALD. Lask my colleague to with- | 
explanation upon this resolution in behalf of Mr. 
THomPson. { 
| Mr, McGAUGHEY. I cannot withdraw for | 
my colleague, inasmuch as I have declined to 
| withdraw to some of my Whig friends, who wish | 
| to introduce a resolution to admit Mr. Miller. | 
| Mr. SCHENCK. I move to lay the resolution 
| on the table, and I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

| Mr. SCHENCK inquired of the Speaker wheth- 

| er, if this resolution were laid on the tabie, the 
Chair would hold that it would carry the whole 
onbect with it? 

‘he SPEAKER. If this resolution was laid | 
on the table, in the opinion of the Chair, it will | 
affect no other question except the resolution. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania. I rise to 
appeal to the liberality of the House to make a 
statement for Mr. Tompson. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not hear re- 
marks until order is restored. Will gentlemen 
resume their seats and suspend conversation? 


The SPEAKER announced that that gentleman || 
|| was entitled to the floor. 
It is to that point I || 


Mr. McDONALD. Will my colleague [Mr. 


If he rises to a point of || 


McG.) now did nothing more than | 


| 


| 


nays. 
Mr. STRONG submitted the point of onde; 
that the resolution of the gentleman from Indian, 


| was a question of privilege; and therefore that the 
| motion to reconsider did not take precedence over ;, 


The SPEAKER. This is a motion to recog. 
| sider a question of privilege; the Chair thinks, 


|| therefore, that it is in order. 


The question being on laying on the table the 
motion to reconsider— 

Tellers were asked and ordered upon ordering 
the yeas and nays, and Mr. Harris, of ilinois 
and Mr. Kine, of Rhode Island, were appointed 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 


|, ayes 30, noes 115—one-fifth voting in the affirma. 
to say distinctly, whether this resolution is passed || 


tive. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCHENCK withdrew the motion to lay 
| on the table, and said he wished to submit a few 


|| remarks upon the motion to reconsider. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is 
in order. 
Mr. CARTTER made the point of order tha 


|| the question to reconsider and to lay on the table 
|| was one motion and indivisible except by the con- 


sent of the House. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order, 
stating that they were two motions; but even if 
| but one, it would still be in the power of the gen- 
| tleman from Ohio to withdraw that motion and 
| submit the motion which he now made. 
| Some further conversation followed between 

Mr. Carrrer and the Speaker upon points of 
| order. 
| Mr. SCHENCK said this matter had certainly 
assumed a very singular appearance. He had 
| taken no part in the discussion, but he had been 
| satisfied from the beginning, that one of the claim- 
| ants for the seat had been duly elected, and he hed 
been furthermore satisfied that the one who has 

been duly elected a Representative from the first 
| congressional district of lowa, was Daniel I’. Mil- 

ler. Believing this, he had accorded with the re- 
port of the minority of the committee; he had con- 
curred in the arguments of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and others, who had expressed similar 
opinions, and had voted to substitute in the place 
of the resolution reported by the majority of the 
committee, declaring that Mr. Thompson was en- 
titled to the seat, the series of resolutions reported 
hy the minority, the concluding one of which 
gave the seat to Mr. Miller. He preferred that 





} 
| 


’ 
|| the matter should take that shape, and if it bad 
i} 





done so, the controversy would have been ¢is- 
posed of, and Mr. Miller would have been in his 


|| seat as a member of this House, as he was enti- 
| tled to be, and ought to be. 


He would have pre- 
| ferred a simple resolution, declaring Mr. Miller 
| be entitled to the seat. 
| The resolutions proposed by way of amendment, 
however, had been voted down. Then came the 
| resolution to confirm Mr, Thompson in his see', 
/and that had been voted down. Believing still 
| that Mr. Miller had been duly elected, he was 
_ then prepared to offer a distinct substantive res0- 
lution declaring that Mr. Miller, having been duly 
elected the Representative of the first congressional 
district of Iowa, was entitled to his seat as such 
Representative, and authorizing the Speaker 0 
swear him in accordingly. But while struggiin 
to get the floor to do this, he had been anticipat 
by a resolution assuming a different ground from 
that taken by those who had voted upon the former 
resolutions, declaring now, and thus stultifying 
themselves, that ae aes been elected, Oa 
there was in resentation 0 
first con; a Oren. This he was 
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not prepared to vote for. 





there as a judge |! 
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Mr. RICHARDSON said he hoped the gentle- || 








| _ The question recurring on seconding the deroand 


jn the case, and believing that Mr. Miller had been || man from Ohio did not understand him as being || for the previous question, and beitg taken— 


july elected, he desired to: express and to record || 
ais opinion to that effect. An opportunity to do |, 
this might be denied him altoge 
was possible it might be denied him he wished to |, 
saya ew words in regard to the proposition which 
had been submitted — gentleman from Indi- || 
apa, one of the members ot the Committee on 
Elections, declaring that there was a vacancy in 
the representation. He could not vote for the res- 
olution, for he did not believe there was a vacancy; 
and po representations that might be made to him, 
no side-bar agreement made by anybody, could 
yssibly induce him to vote for it. He knew that || 
nis friend from Indiana was the last ‘man in the | 
House who would consent to do anything that was | 
not straightforward and honorable; yet he must 
be permitted to express his unqualified wonder and 
astonishment, that a gentleman who believed that 
there was no vacancy, and had proved by argument 
that there was none, should have been drawn into 
an agreement to supporta proposition of this kind. 
Mr. McGAUGHEY stated in explanation, that 
in offering this resolution he had only done that 
which Mr. Miller himself desired should be done. || 
Mr. SCHENCK continued. He had not sup- || 
sed that his friend from Indiana could have | 
been induced to enter into an arrangement to offer | 
such a resolution as he had offered by any influ- | 
ence that could be brought to bear upon him from | 
any quarter. ‘They were sitting as judges in the || 
case. The issue had been made up. The proof | 
was with the committee, and they were now called 
upon to say, not whether there was or was nota | 
vacancy, bat whether Mr. Thompson was entitled | 
to the seat or whether Mr. Miller was entitled to 
it. He could hardly conceive that it was consist- | 
ent with the duty of a judge, when a case was be- 
fore him for adjudication, when all the evidence 
had been submitted, to decide, in order to gratify | 
either of the parties, that there was no case before | 
him. Hecould very well understand that a suit— | 
the case of a private suitor in a court of justice— | 
might be withdrawn at the instance of one of the | 
parties, but the analogy between such a case and || 
the present did not extend so far. In this case it 
was not alone the contestant who was interested; || 
the people of the first congressional district of lowa || 
were interested, indeed the people of the United | 











| the gentleman from Illinois was, of doing what 


satisfied that Mr. Miller was entitled to the seat. || 


Mr. SCHENCK said he only wondered that | 


surprised that a gentleman who was desirous, as | 


was right in the premises, could come to any | 
other conclusion, He was afraid that gentlemen | 
on the other side might themselves be accused of | 


being influenced by party bias; the accusation, he || 


thought, applied more properly to themselves than } 
to those on this side, to whom they had ap- | 


| plied it. 


But in this connection he was reminded of | 
another inquiry, which it would be proper to 
make of gentlemen who believed that Mr. Thomp- 
son had been duly elected: If such were their 


| belief, why did they not vote for a resolution de- | 


claring that he is entitled to the seat? How could | 
they vote that the seat is vacant if they believed 
that Mr. Thompson is entitled to it. 

Mr. STRONG (the floor being temporarily | 
yielded to him) said he wished to state upon 


| what ground it was that he should vote for a 
, resolution declaring the seat to be vacant. He || 
believed that Mr. Thompson had been duly || 


elected and was entitled to the seat. 


fore they had vacated the seat which he occupied 
He never had believed, and did not now believe, 


that Mr. Miller had been duly elected, and was | 


entitled to the seat; and as the House had vacated 
the seat of Mr. Thompson, he could have no 
hesitation in voting for a resolution declaring the 
seat to be vacant. 

Mr. SCHENCK (resuming) said, the seat had 
not yet been declared vacant, and it would not 
be until they adopted the resolution of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, or some other of a similar pur- 
port. The House had refused to declare that Mr. 
Thompson was entitled to the seat, but they had 
not yet declared by a substantive proposition that 
Mr. Miller was not entitled to it, They had 
voted Mr, Thompson out, but they had not voted 
that Mr. Miller was not entitled to the seat. 
There was, then, as yet no vacancy. They must 
go on, and either adopt such a resolution as that 
of the gentleman from Indiana, declaring the seat 


States everywhere were interested. | such as he intended to propose, declare that Mr. 


it was for that House to say who is, and who 
is not, entitled to the seat. 


|| Miller was entitled to the seat. 
A member might re- || 
sign his seat after he had been elected, but while || 


He concluded by 
moving to lay the resolution upon the table. 
The SPEAKER announced the question upon 





he continued to hold the place, it was utterly im- | 
possible, according to his view of the matter, to | 
declare that there was no member entitled to the 

seat. He believed, moreover, under the circum- | 
stances in which the case had been lai fere them, 
that Mr. Miller was the true Rep tive of the | 
first congressional district of Lowa; and believing | 


the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CARTTER asked the yeas and nays. 
| ‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
firmative, without a division. 


on the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 





this, he was unwilling to vote for a resolution de- 
claring that there was a vacancy in the Represent- 
ation, the more especially as they were assured 
that there was not a vacancy by the gentleman 
himself who had offered the resolution. He for 
one was unwilling to stultify himself by negativ- 
ing what he firmly believed to be true and right, by 
declaring here that there was a vacancy in the 
representation, when he was clearly of opinion | 


that there was no vacancy, and when, in addition |, 


to that opinion of his own, he was fortified by the 
opinion not only of a majority of the Commitice 
on Elections, but by the opinion of the very gen- 
leman who now called upon him to vote for this 
resolution. He had had the honor heretofore of 
serving on the Committee on Elections, and had 
ad occasion to give his vote in two cases, where 
a Whig was the contestant, and a Democrat the 
sitting member; in one case the parties had been sent 
back to the people, the House believing that it was 
impossible to ascertain who had been elected, and in 
the other case he had voted in opposition to a num- 
ber of his party friends, and’in favor of the Demo- 
crat. He could not with justice be accused of 
allowing party considerations to influence his 
Judgment ina case like this. He sincerely be- 
leved that there never was a clearer case made 
out than that the contestant was entitled to the | 
seat; he believed that he had been fairly and prop- 
elected by a majority of the legal voters of 
the districts he w 80 to declare upon the rec- 


ord; and he-was sorry 
ida veontafcoaae ae” 


which the resolution declaring Mr. Thompson en- 
titled to his seat was rejected. 


The question recurring on the motion of Mr. | 


| Scnencx to lay on the table the resolution of Mr. 
| McGaventy— 

| Mr. SCHENCK, in order (he remarked) to save 
time, and inasmuch as he could vote against the 
resolution directly, withdrew the motion. 

| The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution of Mr. MeGavucuer. 





Mr. VAN DYKE moved to amend the resolu- || 


ti 


der pending the demand for the previous question. 
Mr. CARTTER renewed the motion to lay the 
| resolution on the table, but subsequently withdrew 
} it, 
| Mr. McGAUGHEY. I want to hear the pro- 
| posed amendment of the gentleman from Néw Jer- 
sey read. 
The SPEAKER. It will be read by the unan- 
imous consent of the House. 
No objection being made, 
The amendment which Mr. Van Dyke desired 





to offer to the resolution of Mr. McGaveuney, was || 


read, as follows: 


Strike out all the resolution after the word “resolved,” 
and insert— 


“That Daniel F. Miller is entitled to a seat in this | 


meorer Sowa; and tae auaurer ofice be now canine: 
tered to him by the Speaker* ” 

Mr. McGAUGHEY »* 1 cannot consent to ad- 
mit that amendment. 


The House || 
had, however, declared@hat he was not, and there- | 


vacant, or they must, by a subsequent resolution, || 


So the motion was agreed to, and the House laid | 


on. 
The SPEAKER. An amendment is not in or- || 


| The previous question was seConded, and the 
| main question was omlered to be now put—being 


ther, and since it | the gentleman was not satisfied of it. He was || on agreeing to the resolution of Mr. MeGavener. 


Mr. CROWELL asked the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND asked that the resolution 
be reported. 

It was read accordingly. 

The question was taken and decided in the af- 
| firmative—yeas 109, nays 84; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Allen, Alstbn, Anderson, An. 
| drews, Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bay, Bayly, Beale, Hokee, 
| Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Albert G. Brown, William 
| J. Brown, Buel, Joseph Cable, Joseph P. Caldwell, Cling- 

man, Colcock, Daniel, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, 
Edmundson, Ewing, Fitch, Gentry, Gerry, Gorman, Green, 
Hall, Hammond, Harlan, Isham G. Harris, Sampsen W. 
Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haymond, Hibbard, Hilhani, 
Holladay, Holines, Houston, Howard, Hubbard, Inge, Joseph 
W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johneon, Julian, 
| La Sére, Leffler, Job Mann, Mason, McClernand, Mc Don- 
| ald, McDowell, McGaughey, Me Lanahan, Finis E. McLean, 
McMullen, McQueen, McWillie, Meade, Miller, Millson, 
Morehead, Morris, Morse, Olds, Orr, Peasiee, Peck, Phelps, 


|, Pitman, Richardson, Robbins, Robinson,* Ross, Savage, 


| Savage, Schoolcraft, Seddon, F. P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, A. H. Stephens, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thomp- 
son, Underhill, Venable, Walden, Waldo, Wahace, Watkins, 
| Wellborn, Wentworth, Whittlesey, Wildrick, Williams, 
Wilmot, Wood, Woodward, and Young-—109. 
NAYS—Messra. Alexander, Bennett, Bingham, Breek, 
Briggs, Burrows, Chester Butler, Thomas B. Butter, George 
A. Caidwell, Calvin, Campbell, Casey, Chandler, William- 
son R. W. Cobb, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Crowell, De- 
berry, Dickey, Dixon, Dunean, Alexander Evans, Nathan 
Evans, Fowler, Freediey, Gott, Gould, Grinnell, Hatlowuy, 
Hampton, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Howe, Hunter, James L. 
| Johnson, Jones, Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, 
\ James G. King, John A. King, Preston King, Littlefield, 
| Horace Mann, Marshall, Matteson, McKisseck, Meacham, 
| Moore, Nelson, Newell, Ogle, Otis, Outlaw, Potter, Powell, 
| Putman, Reed, Reynolds, Risley, Rockwell, Root, Rumery, 
Sackett, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Shepperd, Silvester Spaul- 
|| ding, Sprague, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Taylor, 
James Thompson, John B. Thompson, Thurman, Tuck, 
Van Dyke, Vinton, White, and Winthrop—S4. 
So, the resolution was agreed to, and it was 
Resolved, That a vacancy exists in the representation in 
this House from the first congressional district of the State 
of Iowa, and that the Speaker be requested wo notify the 
Governor of said State thereof. 
| Mr. STRONG moved to reconsider the vote on 
|| the adoption of the resolution, and to lay that mo- 
tion on the table, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
EXPENSES OF THE CONTEST AND PAY OF 
THE CONTESTANT. 


|| Mr. VAN DYKE asked leave to offer a resolu- 
tion. 
It was read for information, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of this House ascertain, as soon 
as possible, the legal costs and charges growing out of the 
contested election fromthe State of lowa, and that he pa: 
the same out of the contingent fund of this House; and, 

| further, that Daniel F. Miller, the contestant in said elec- 
tion contest, be paid his mileage and per diem allowance 
from the commencement of the present session to the 29th 
instant. 


Mr. JONES objected to the reception of the 
resolution. 
| Mr. CARTTER moved to lay the resolution on 
|| the table. 
The SPEAKER, The resolution cannot be re- 
ceived if objection is made. 
Mr. JONES. I object. 
So the resolution was not received. 
| Mr. HARRIS, of Alabama, moved that the 
| House adjourn. 
The yeasand nays were asked and ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BURT rose and said he would be very 
|| much indebted to the gentleman who had moved 
\| to adjourn, if he would withdraw the motion. It 

was known to the House that he (Mr. B.) had 
| been urging with great importunity the passage 
| of ajoint resolution which must be passed to-day. 
Objections were made to debate. 
Mr. HARRIS withdrew the motion. 
Mr. PRESTON KING moved that the House 
| resolve iteelf into Committee of the Whole cn the 
state of the Union, for the further consideration of 
the California bill 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
pending the special order. 
|| Mr. PR ON KING. I move, then, to 
'| pone the consideration of the special order for two 
|| weeks. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON rose to a 
|| order. He believed that the report 


| 


uesiion of 
the select 
\| committee on the Galphin claim was the spécia | 
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1318 
order. He asked if it was not in order to move 
to suspend the rules to go into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Ynion at any time if 
the majority of the House chose to do so? 
The SPEAKER replied, that as long as the spe- 
cial order was pending it took precedence of a mo- 
tien to go into Commitee of the Whole on the 


postponed, the Chair had decided that it was not | 


ip order 10 move to go into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


Toe question recurring on the motion to post- | 


pone the consideration of the special order for two || the Peruvian Government has refused to citizens | 


weeks— 
Mr. WILLIAMS moved that the House ad- | 
ourn. 
‘Fhe yeas and nays were asked and ordered. 
Mr. WILLIAMS withdrew the motion. 
Mr. VENABLE renewed it. 
The yeas and nays were agein asked and or- | 


s . 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurring on the motion to post- | 
pone 


Mr. PRESTON KING withdrew the motion, to || 


submit a single remark, He wished to remind the 
House that, at the time when they assigned a day | 
for the consideration of the Gaiphin claim, it was | 
supposed, and so declared, that the time fixed would | 


should have acted upon the California question, 
Cries of ** Order !’"} 
Mr. KING. 


ation of the Galphin matter to two weeks from 


Tuesday next, and on that motion | demand the \| 


yeas andmys. 
Mr. TOOMBS: [ call for tellers; I hope the | 
House will not »gree to the motion. 
The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Toomas.) The yeas 
and pays heve been asked. 


Mr. BURT moved two amend the motion of Mr. || 


Galphin report to Monday next. 

Mr. TOOMBS. | have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER propounded ‘the question on 
the amendment of Mr. Burr. 

Mr. JONES. Does it not require a two-thirds | 
Vote to postpone a special order ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. JONES, It takes two-thirds to make a 
special order. 


the House ia further consideration can be post. | 
poned io a day certain by a majority vote. 

Mr. NELSON vose to a question of order, and 
inquired if the question would not be first upon | 
the longest time ? 

The SPEAKER replied that the motion of the | 
yentieman from South Carolina [Mr. Bury] being 
in the nature of an amendment, the rule referred 
to by the gentleman from New York did not, in | 
the opinion of the Chair, apply in this case. 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- | 
ment of Mr. Burr, 

Mr. PRESTON KING asked the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. BINGHAM asked for tellers on ordering | 
the yeas and vays. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Waxpo and | 
Caroweut, of North Carolina, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the teliersreported | 
ayes 28, noes 110; one fifth of the members present | 
voting in the affirmative. 

So the yeus and nays were ordered. 

Pending the question— 

On motion by Mr. ASHE, by yeas 95, nays 86 


The House adjourned. ' 


PETITION. 
The following petition was presented under the 
rule, and referred to the appropriate committee : 


By Mr. FULLER: The petition of James C. Swan and | 


56 others, praying that the town of Calais, Maine, may be 
made & port of entry. 


—__________ 
IN SENATE. 
Saturpar, Jane 29, 1850. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


atea communication from the Department of State, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen. 
aie of the 10th instant, directing the Secretary of | 
Site to inform the Senate whewer under existing 
treaties of the United States with the Peruvian 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


a 





| to read that paper. 
| {t relates to the commercial monopoly which ex- | 


I move to postpone the consider- || The report is | 


| copies. 
|| be printed. 
It was ordered that it be printed for the use of | 


R || the Senate, and that one thousand additional copies | 
Kuna, so as to postpone the consideration of the || 





Gevernment the citizens of the United States are 
placed upon an equal footing with the subjects of 


other countries in the guano trade, and where no | meeting, the immediate pas-age of the bill 


| peratively demanded hy every comsideration 
| Prudenee ; that its prompt adoption will go fur te 


: ; || existing differences wh, i ‘ 
| with the Government of Peru as would place the || “*istue differe y ween, Wt sudfered wiuch 


|| citizens of the United States on an equal footing | 
state of the Union. Unless the special order was || 


such treaty atipulation exists, whether there is any 
obstacle to such treaty stipulations being effected 


with the citizens or subjecis of other States in 
regard to that trade. The Secretary of State com- 
municates copies of all the correspondence on file 
in the department in relation to the subject, and 
says that he is not aware of any instances in which 


of the United States the privileges secured under 


the treaty of 1836, or that citizens or subjects of 
any other nation who are consumers of guano ob- 


stipulations with the Government of the United 


States which might have a tendency to diminish || 


the price of guano in this country, until the Peru- 
vian regulations in respect to the export of that 
article should be changed; that those regulations 


| have hitherto been based upon loans of money at | 


a high interest to that Gogernment by European 


|| Capitalists, in consideration of the exclusive right 


|| to export guano to all foreign markets. 
be a period beyond the time when the House | 


Mr, PRATT. 


I believe there is no necessity 
I have examined it carefully. 


ists in the importation of guano. 
one of great interest to the agricultural communi- 
ty, and | osk the Senate to allow some extra copies 


| to be printed, so that the agricultural societies 


throughout the Union may be furnished with 
I move that one thousand extra copies 


be printed, 
The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Post Office De- 


|| partment, made in compliance with a resolution of 
| the Senate of the 31st of January last, directing 


information to be furnished to the Senate touching 


| the time required im the transportation of the mails 


between New York and New Orleans during the 


| year 1849, and the number of failures on said 
| route during the year. 


The SPEAKER. But when it is once before || 


On motion by Mr. YULEE, 


Ordered, That it lie on the table. and the motion to print 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. SMITH presented the memorial of Edward 
Green, late collector of che port of Alexandria, 


| Virginia, asking to be allowed additional compen- 


sation, which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALES presented a petition of citizens of 
Stanton and its vicinity, in the State of Delaware, 
asking that the bill known as the compromise bill, 
reported from the Committee of Thirteen, may be 
speedily passed; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, 

Mr. CASS presented a petition from Benjamin 
Carter, a revolutionary soldier, asking to be al- 
lowed a pension; which was referred to the Gom- 


|| mittee on Pensions. 


BALTIMORE RESOLUTIONS ON THE COM- 


PROMISE. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the proceedings of a 
meeting held in the city of Baltimore, in favor of 
the plan of adjustment recommended by the select 
committee of thirteen for the settlement of the sla- 


very question; and the resolutions were read, as 
follow: 


Whereas a spirit of dissension and diseord has invaded 
the halis of Congress, which hus wot only distracted the 
public councils and retarded indispensable legisiation, but 
which, if not seasouabiy appeased, threatens to bring about 
an alienation of those fraternal regards which alone ean 
keep united this hitherto prosperous and kappy Con- 
federacy : 

Aud whereas, with a view to reconcile conflicting opin- 
ions, a commutiee of distinguished statesmen, selected 
irrespectively of party, have reported to the Senate of the 
United State. a bill, commonly known as the compromise 
or adjustment bill, which, whilst it maintains the exclusive 
views of neither of the parties into which that august body 
is now unhappily divided, in a just spit of patriotie for- 
bearance and concessian yields something to each; 

And whereas said bill, by the moderation and liberality 
of its provisions, has commended itself to the almost undi- 
vided approbation of this community, and it is deemed 








L GLOBE. 


| 
} 


| of its most cordial and grateful approbation. 


| Proper, in a crisis so imminent, that Congress gly, 


| table. 


Tune 29, 


remain ignorant of this 


state of pablic opinion : wid og 
Therefore, 


be it resol. ed, That, io the judgment of th 
reterred is - 

f Palrioue 

’ reconcile 


i meh tonger to pn 
vail, it may well be apprehended, will fester . 


: : MLO a f 
acrimony, endangering the peace, if not the Bui0g an 
States. We 


“ind be it further resolved, That whilst jn 


dis 
|| question the motives of those who lave felt it font 
| On them, in the diseharge of their public duties 


THCUMbens 


: . >to w 
obstacles in the way of the proposed adjustinent, ine 


meeting cannot withhold from the sagaeious aud Patrioy 
statesmen by whom it has been sustained, the eXpression 


ind be it further resolved, That the officers of this meet 
ing be authorized to transmit to cach ef the Benators ang 
Representatives of Maryland, in Congress, a copy of i 


| : : ; ; ?, 
| tain itata lower price than the agriculturists of || Tsulons, with @ request that they may he Iiid befor 


|| the United States in consequence of any discrimi- 
|| nations in their favor by the Government of Peru; || 
| that itis apprehended that it will not be competent 


dered, and being taken were—yeas 83, nays || for that Government to enter into any new treaty 
- ) 


| their respective branches of the Federal Legisiature. 


The resolutions were ordered to lie on the 
RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. ° 
Mr. SEWARD submitted the following resoly. 
tion, which lies over one day under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce Consider 


| and reporton the expedieney of instituting a sury CY, by tone 
| graphical engineers of the United States, Of the banks of the 
| Mississippi river subject to overflow, for the purpose of as 


| inandations by the construction of necessar 
| and canals. 


certaining an effectual mode of preventing the injury uf 
¥ embankment 


REDUCTION OF THE NAVY. 
On motion by Mr. HALE, the Senate proceeded 


| to consider the following resolution, submitted by 


him on the 27th instant, which was adopted: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be jp. 


| structed to inquire and report to the Senate whether there 





| may not, without detriment to the public interest, be a pros 


pective diminution of the numbe of the commissioned of 


ficers of the navy of the United States. 


NEW MEXICO. 

On motion by Mr. CASS, the Senate took up 
for consideration the following resolution, submit- 
ted by him on the 27th instant; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be iy. 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of protibiting by 
| law any officer of the army from assuming or exercising, 


within the limits of the United States, any civil power or 


| anthority not conferred by an act of Congres=, and of pro 


viding an adequate punishment for such offences, 


Mr. PRATT... The resolution of the honorable 


| Senator is prospective exclusively tn its action and 
| effect. 
| tended to have reference, has, without authority 


Now, if the officer to whom it was in- 


by law, or instructions from the Executive— 
which | understand is the case—been guilty of the 
offence cf proclaiming himself civil governor of 
one of the Territories of this Union, and has, of his 
own authority, attempted to organize a govern- 
ment there, | think the inquiry should go furiher, 
and that the committee should report whether 
there are n eans by which that officer can be 
punished uch an offence, 1 merely make 
the suggestion. , 
Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I have no objection 
whatever to any change in this resolution, or 
any addition to 1 which may be desired. so as ‘0 
make it as broad in the scope of its inquiry as any 
member may wish. There is no act for the pun- 
ishment of such an offence in our military code. 
The rules and articles of war were originally 
enacted during our revolutionary struggie, and 
they are now substantially what they were then. 
They neither foresee such an offence nor provide 
for its punishment. I presume it never occurred 
to the framers of that code, that an officer of te 
American army would assume the high functions 
of civil government, the appointment of all officers, 
the direction of public affairs, and would summon 
the people together by his own authority, to form 
a State constitution and government. Like the 
lawgivers of antiquity, not believing the offence 
possible, they neither 
nor its punishment. ho could have supposed 
that, in this day and in this country, such a spec- 
tacle of military asumption would have been ex- 
hibited? While the questions arising out of our 
Mexican cessions are occupying the hearts and 
thoughts of the American people, and engaging 
the attention of their Government; while, indeed, 
they have been the great subject of consideratiwn 
during seven months of the session, presenting 
embarrassments never before known to our iis 
tory, suddenly an officer of the army appears |" 
New Mexico, and, cutting the “Gordian knot 
we have been unable .o untie, summons the peo 
ple of New Mexico to form a State consutution, 
and apply for admission into the Union. He 
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1850. 
casts aside or disregards all the difficulties which 
have so long perplexed us—the question of num- 
bers, of races, of moral and intellectual condition, 
and of an unsettled boundary—and in true militar 


style, marches directly to his object. Well, sir, if 


we are prepared for this, we are prepared for any | 


assumption of military authority which any offi- 


cer of the army may choose to take upon himself, | 
from a brevet second lieutenant to the commanding | 
The official title of this officer, as an- | 


eneral. - of 
nounced by himself, is “civil and military gov- 
enor of New Mexico.”’ It reminds us of the 
almiest days of Napoleon, when military rule 


swallowed up every other rule; bat at this day an | 


oficer who should assume thus to act in France 
would retain his commission only till the facts of 
the case should reach the Government. 

Mr. SEWARD. LI have no objection to the 

ssage of this resolution; but it strikes me, to say 
the least, a8 exceedingly strange in its scope, and 
object, and character. it relates to the conduct of 
a military Officer. IL believe that there are rules 
and articles of war by which every poasible offence 
that can be committed by an officer of this char- 
acter can be tried, ‘and for which he can be pun- 
shed. | believe, also, there is a power of impeach- 
ment which can reach such offenders. At the 
same time it is to be borne in mind, that what is 


alleged to be an assumption on the part of the | 


governor of New Mexico, is not a novel transac- 
uon. The United States find themselves ina very 


extraordinary and peculiar situation in regard to | 


the newly-acquired territories. Congress failed 
tv make any provision for their government. Some 
government must exist there. There isa military 
government residing in the hands of the Execu- 
uve, which has been exercised by a subordinate 
military Officer in California, as in New Mexico. 
]t was an inevitable consequence of the conquest of 
these territories by armed power, and its continu- 
ance until civil power shall be in some way estab- 
lished, isequally inevitable. We have failed, and 
therefore it continues. I believe no one com- 


plainel—no*steps were taken to correct a supposed | 
evil, When the governor of California assumed | 


the execution and discharge of civil duties. The 


assumption was regarded as a consequence, a ne- | 


cessary consequence, of the investment of military 
authority, or else there would be an interregnum 
not to be endured. 
previous Administration, 
acquiesced in with regard to California. 


done by the governor of California—no more, no 


less. And whilst lam perfectly willing that the || 


subject shall go to the consideration of the com- 
mittee, and that we shall have-an opportunity to 
examine it on the report of that committee, | am 
not willing, for one, to imply by 
ldeem there has been anything in the conduct 
of the governor of New Mexico deserving of 
censure. 

Mr. CASS. Ihave not the slightest wish to 
prolong this discussion. | did not suppose that a 


single member of Congress, in this or the other | 


wing of the Capitol, would object to such an in- 
quiry and therefore, on its introduction, | did not 
say a word in its explanation or support. I really 
thought that to do so would be to insult the patri- 
ousm and wisdom of the Senate. 


of the Senator from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,) || 


which seem to me exceedingly misplaced. The 


Senator, if | understood him, said that the military | 


code punishes all military offences—meaning, | || and their moral and intellectual condition is repre- | 


| sented to be such as would necessarily render our 
action very cautious in such a grave question. 
| And, besides these difficulties, there is stil] another, | 
growing out of the disputed boundary, with 
How it is possible to create a State Gov- 
_ ernment in New Mexico, whose authority should 
‘| extend east of the Rio Grande, without the pre- 
| vious adjustment of this boundary [line, I do not | tant 
overnment over extensive districts of | see. If we undertake to include the people east of || from beginning to end. 
'| that river within the population out of which the 
| State is to be formed, we decide by that very act, 
|| so far as we can decide, that Texas has no claim 
| to extend her limits to the Rio Grande; and thus 
beyond 
Now, all this, this military offi- 
ac- 


Suppose, that either this is not a miliiary offence, 


or that there is an eo punishment already to. 


be found for it. But | have before said, sir, that 


an act like this is a casus omissus in the penal code | 


of our army; and [ repeat that I do not suppose 


that it ever occurred to the framers of that code | 
that an officer would convert himself into a civil 


and eee governor, and assume the highest 
nections o 
country. The Senator says the Executive has 


— to bring to punishment all military offences. 
t. President, we have a much safer security 
against the abuse of power than is to be found in 
the disposition of any Executive; and that security 
8 In the jealous guardianship of their own liberties 
by the American people, and in the vigilant action 
of their ntatives on the first ance of 
an attempt to violate them. I defy that Senator 


t 





It was maintained under a | 
It was maintained and | 


The | 
governor of New Mexico has done just what was || 


silence, that | 


Iam now com- | 
pelled, however, to notice some of the observations | 
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: the Constitution or of the laws which justifies, in |, 


| the remotest degree, these startling proceedings in 
| New Mexico. ith respect to California, the pro- 
ceedings there were just as destitute of all real au- 


of General Riley, so far as respects any valid effect, 
was justas much a piece of waste paper as is that 
of Colonel Monroe. So far as it becomes a prece- 
dent, it has already produced its leguimate fruit; 


may go, unless checked by our interposition, the 

most cursory examination of the history of other 

|| nations will easily teach us. 

The Senator from New York has referred to my 

_ views, and stated his own,.in relation to the right 
of American citizens to establish a government for 


| and the ability to do this. | am not going to argue 
| the question with any man, at this time and in 
this country, as to this right of providing a gov- 
| ernment, and thus providing for the existence of 
life, liberty, and all the elements of social order. 
If the paramount government, when there is one, 
| do this, in the discharge of its proper duty, all is 
well; if they do not, the people mnst take the 


matter into their own hands, and thev would stand | 


justified in the eyes of God and man. 
as little disposed to 


And I am 


nter into any argument re- 


specting the capacity of the American people thus, || 


| by their own action, to provide for the very first 
wanis of society. All experience has shown their 
| power to do this. From the days when our an- 


beach Jamestown, we have gore on making 
| governMents wherever they were wanted, neither 
asking nor permitting any military interposition. 
It is the first time in our history that the sword 
has been thrown into the scale, and the people have 
non taught by military authority what they ought 
to do. 


I] 


diate action on our part. 
everything. When Cesar paused upon the Rubi- 
| con, contemplating his own fate and the destiny 


prise by a long series of measures looking to his 


His first step had been taken long before. 

With respect to California, | say again that 
General Riley had not the slightest legal authority 
for what he did in summoning the people of that 
country to meet in convention. This whole pro- 
| ceeding was a mere assumption of power, and as 


| stronger than that. Congressis now in session, and 
is axiously occupied with the discussion of all the 


perfectly well known to the officer who undertakes 


|| which affected California. 


the latter was larger than that of some of the 
Siates of the Union. 


|| degree of American citizens, as able to conduct 





|| left behind them; and there was no vexed question 


with which they could interfere. 
‘tion of New Mexico is entirely different. 


|| Texas. 


|| we attempt to settle a question entire! 
|| our jurisdiction. 
cer has decided, and, in effect, has arrested t 
tion of Congress, and su 


perseded it by his own. 
Mr. SEWARD. fe 





thority as those in New Mexico. The proclamation | 


and how much further these military assumptions | 


themselves, where none is established for them by | 
competent authority. They have both the right | 


cestors landed on the rock of Plymouth and the | 


This state of things demands prompt and imme- 
There is a first step in | 


| of Rome, he had already prepared for his enter- | 


own aggrandizement and his country’s overthrow. | 
' 


such not tobe justified. But the presentcase is even | 


topics arising out of thisgreat subject—and this was | 


to supersede our action by an action of his own. | 
| The political and geographical questions connected | 
\| with New Mexico are far more difficult than those | 
The population of | 


It was composed in a great | 
| their own affairs as the fellow-citizens they had || 


of boundary, as there was no conterminous State 
But the situa- 
The | 
amount of her population capable of conducting | 
a State Government, is represented as far inferior 
| to that of any State ever admitted into the Union; 


I am still at a loss to perceive 
Or ey other to put his finger upon that clause of | the difference between the case of New Mexico 
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and that of California. Congress, it is true, is now 
|| in session; but Congress had been in session for 
| two terms, for the whole period of the 30th Con- 
gress, and had be@h occupied with the subject of 
providing a government for California as well as 
| New Mexico; and it was only during a recess of 
| Congress that the people of California assembled 
j; and sent here a censtitation. The whole differ- 
| ence, then, is, that Congress was actually in ses- 
| sion in the one case, and had adjourned ur ken a 
recess in the other. It is six in the one case and 
halfa dozen in the other. The principle is pre- 
cisely the same. The Senator from Michigan 
says that it is the right of the people, whether ter 
|| or ten thousand, to assemble, without a previous 
law, to form a Government—so | unde:stand him. 
He says there must be a beginning somewhere. 
I agree that it is their right to assemble, as they 
have once assembled; and I believe that nobody 
complained of it when they assembled in New 
Mexico, and, by their convention, sent here an 
application for the establishment of a territorial! 
government. Nobody objected to that application. 
| lt went for nothing, it amounted to nothing, un- 
| less sanctioned by Congress. That is precisely 
|| what will happen in this case, The helding of 
another convention, and the framing of a constitu- 
tion, are conditional, preliminary acts, inchoate 
acts, acts of no validity or force until sanctioned 
by Congress. Now, if the people have that right 
| to assemble to frame a constitution, which the 
honorable Senator concedes that they have, how 
|| is the transaction affected by the fact that the offi- 
cer in charge of the territory, under command of 
the President of the United States, sanctioned that 
| proceeding? If good without his interference, it 
is none the worse for his assent and approbation. 
He had the sanction of the precedent which had 
gone before in the case of California, and | hold 
that he was justified by the precedent. . With re- 
gard to the danger of such a transaction, it amounts 
simply to this: The military governor of a terri- 
tory of the United States, instead of opposing the 
|| desire of the people to establish a constitution and 
procure admission into the Union, favors it; in- 
stead of insisting upon continuing the exercise 
of militar power, he favors that constitutional, 
proper, ard usual method by which the miliary 
is relieved from further power, and the people, in 
the customary form prescribed by the Constitution, 
| assume it to themselves. I see in this no cause of 
| censure. The analogy to the passing of the Ru- 
|| bicon will be applicable when the military gov- 
|| ernar of the territory, or the prefect, comes home 
to the Capitol, followed by his army, and proceeds 
to expel the Senate or the Congress, and to sub- 
vert the Constitution; but it strikes me as a strange 
misapplication of that transaction, so memorable 
in history, to apply it to a military governor who 
resigns his power altogether to the people, favors 
the establishment by them of a constitutional gov- 
ernment, and thus reduces himself from the rank 
|| and power of a prefect, to the rank of private citi- 
|| zenship. 
| 
| 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, 1 have but a few 
words to add, and then i will leave the subject to 
the Senate, and with perfect confidence in their de- 
| cision. The Senator from New York [Mr. Sew- 
aRD] seeks to justify this civil and military gov- 
ernor, as he calis himseif, on the ground that bis 
acts have been done in a good way, and for a good 
object. Now, sir, lam not to bedriven from my 
|| purpose by any such reasoning. It is the very 
reasoning adopted by the defenders of deepousm 
in all ages of the world. Have you not, they say, 
a good government—a paternal government—under 
which you are happy and prosperous?) And who 
would exchange the right of self-government, and 
subject themselves to despotic authority, because 
the despot, in the chance of events, happens not to 
be as bad a one asis sometimes seen? it is the 
|| principle iffvolved in this subject which renders it 
| go important. tis the total want of authority, 
This officer had no niore 
right to issue that proclamation than he bad io is- 
| sue one to the people of Virginia, calling them to- 
| gether to elect a king. And are we to be driven 
‘| from necessary inquiry, and proper legislative 
|| measures to prevent the renewal of such a mon- 
|| strous military assumption, by the assertion that 
} this power was exercised for a good purpowe ? 
| Away with such a doctrine! A large portion of 
| the abuses that have afflicted the world have had 
| their origin in such a source. 
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With respect to California, | repeat that the pro- || 
ceedings of General Riley were absolutely void | 


from beginning to end; and no man here will ven- 
ture to say they werenot. Wht so far as respects 
the practical result in the formation of a constitu- 
tion, that is a different quéstion. That result does 
not depend in the least possible degree upon the 
measures of General Riley. The people came to- 
gether; and all that was then done, was done by 


their authority. They formed their constitution, | convoke the citizens by military authority to form 


HE CONGR 


| States, and of the Confederacy itself. Under these | 
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and wish to find no palliative or excuse, because 
it may give encouragement to future aggressions 
that will lead to the destruction of the rights of the 


| circumstances, | am bound at once to meet the oc- 


|) casion. 


By what authority, I ask, and under 
what sanction of constitutional law, has the Exec- 
utive of the United States authorized a subordinate 


| officer, within the limits of a sovereign State, to 


adopted it, and now present themselves for admis- | 


#ion into the Union. 
As the Senator from New York seems to have 


misunderstood my views, I will repeat that any | 


portion of our people have a right, when left with- 
out 3 government—thrown like a waif upon the 


great political strand—have a right to establish | 
one for themselves; and this is a point from which | 
I am not to be driven, and which I don’t intend to | 


argue with any one. 


But I am far from saying or | 


believing that in every such case they have a right || 
to form a State government, and to claim admis- | 


sion into the Union. — m er 
circumstances of their position, political, moral, 


That must depend upon the | 


and geographical, and upon the ultimate views of | 


Congress. 


Certainly, with the information now || 


before me, I believe that a territorial government is | 
the proper one for New Mexico, and that until the | 


difficulties I havelalready enumerated are removed, 
we cannot admit her into the Union. What sub- 


sequent information may bring about, I don’t un- 


dertake to say. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President— 


Mr. FOOTE. I believe, sir, that l am entitled to 
the floor, but I will yield it with great pleasure to | 


the Senator from Texas, provided | can do so with- | 
out waiving my own right to it; if not I wish to | 


proceed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not | 


suppose there is any power of transfer of the right | 


to the floor, if the Senator does not claim it for 
himself. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. We wil! hear | 


the Senator afterwards. 

Mr. FOOTE. Very well then; I yield the floor 
to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. HALE. With the permission of the Sen- 


ator from Texus, before he proceeds to address the | 
Senate, I will offer the following amend mentto the | 
resolution. | have no wish to say a word on it my- | 


self: 


“And that this said committee also inquire whether, at any 
time since the commencement of the Jute war with Mexico, | 


any orders have been issued by this, or we preceding Ad- 


ministration, conferring civil authority upon any officer of | 
the army of the United States, to be exercised without the | 
limits of the several Staves of the Union, and if so, by whom | 
and to whom, and by virtue of what laws were said orders | 


issued.” 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
amendment, sir. 


I shall not vote for the | 
I am perfectly willing to con- | 


cede that orders were given, while we were in a | 


state of war with Mexico, for the occupation of 


territories, and perhaps of States, by military | 


| Not one of them, up to that hour, had ever been | 


forces, and that, of course their people were sub- || 
jected to martial law. But, at the same time, | 
while I concede that the circumstances of the case | 
fully authorized the occupation of this territory, | 


at that time, by the authorities of the United States, 


of the war 
not the case in a time of profound peace. During 


the war, the State authorities were not in a situa- | 
tion to give that security and protection to the cit- | 


izens that they were previously enabled to do, and 


which the United States was then bound to do, and | 
under the circumstances a considerabte portion of | 
the State of Texas was occupied by the forces of | 


the United States, and placed under military gov- 
ernment. California was also organized, and a 
military officer appointed its civil governor for 
temporary purposes. And this not during a time 
of peace, but during the war. I prestme that no 
gentieman will insist here that the present crisis is 


a constitution within the limits of that State, and 
to present it to this body; and this at a time, too, 
of all others, when such a course was most calcu- 
lated to produce unwholesome and unpleasant ef- 
fects upon the condition of the Union? And for 
what? To effectuate a plan which has been pro- 
jected by the Executive for the carrying out of 
measures endeared to him because of his claims to 
their paternity. Sir, this is no apology to a sover- 
eign State for an outrage committed upon her 
—no palliation for offences against the Constitu- 
tion—and will not be so received by the American 
people. I know our correctives, and a resort to 
impeachment is one. But when was a culprit ever 
brought to condign punishment by impeachment? 
It is but a solemn farce, and furnishes no reme- 


dy. Then, if the officer here is arrested, can he | 


be punished for the cae perpetrated in obe- 
dience to the orders of his "Superior officer? ‘No, 
sir, martial law has wisely shielded him, and 
though arraigned, he cannot be punished if he has 
the warrant of his superjor officer for what he has 
done. 


rior, and, if he has, severe reprobationggught to 
be visited on the offender, and not on the inferior 


executive officer, who executes but the commands | 


of his superior. 


Sir, there has been an unfortunate prejudice en- | 


tertained on the part of the Executive—whether as 


a commanding general in the field or as the Exee- || 


utive of the nation under the Constitution—against 


the State which I have the honor in part to repre- || 
The people of that State have been unwar- || 
rantably assailed, traduced, and defamed by the || 


sent. 


present Executive of the nation when a general in 
the field. If 1 were not sustained by incontestable 


authority, | would scorn to impute to any high | 
functionary of this Gevernment aught that was | 


unworthy of his station, or of the high position 
which he occupies; but, in this case, | am fully 
sustained in every word | say, as I will show by 


recourse to testimony stronger than the mere as- | 
sertion of a political opponent, that will carry con- || 
viction to the mind of every candid man who is || 
disposed to canvass or discuss truth when itis-pre- | 


sented to him. 

On the 29th of March, previous to the war with 
Mexico, when he occupied a position on the banks 
of the Rio Grande, as commander of the army of 
occupation, and before one blow was struck, what 
does the Executive say in reference to the Texans? 


placed under his command; and nota solitary corps || 
or individual of them had he then ever seen ranged | 


under his banner; and yet what does he say of 
them? 


“ Under this state of things I must again and urgently eall 


your attention to the necessity of speedily sending recruits | 


* + * 


to this army. 
from the border 
their aid.” 

Sir, he has assumed the responsibility of defam- 
ing the character of men, who, to say the least of 
them, had never given the least occasion for such 
an imputation as this—men who would have ral- 


The militia of Texas are so remote 


* * 7 


| lied to his standard in a moment, if he had given 
| the least intimation to them—men who would have 
| periled everything in defence of their territory— 
| men who, in their recollection of former deeds, 
| would have offered up libations of their heart’s 


ritories of that military authority which is the re- | 


sult of necessity in time of war. 


| star had been added. 


if, sir, these acts were thus excusable, or if I | 
could see with the Senator from New York that | 


there waa nothing unreasonable in them, then | 


might content myself with the expression of a re-_ 


they had occurred. But 1 do not see 
with him, wah therefore, I have no such regret to 
express, And for an oa 80 flagrant, commit- 
ted oa the rights of a State, | seek for no apology, 


gret that 


t | blood in vindication of the honor of the flag of that 
one that will authorize the exercise over these ter- || 


Union with which they had become incorporated, 
and to which the bright lustre of their own Jone 
Yet, he says the army was 
in a position where it could not depend. upon 
them! When, | ask, had they ever been inefii- 


| cient or delinquent in time of peril, or recreant in 


the hour of danger? Yet, here a high functionary 


of the Government, the head of its army, whose 


i 
| 
! 


1 


heart ought to have been filled with admiration of 
valorous deeds and ready to award the tribute that 
is due to unconquerabie valor, stigmatizes the men 


It is necessary, then, to ascertain whether | 
| this officer acted under the authority of his supe- | 


In reference to the critical position of the | 


' || army, as he then supposed it to be, he said: 
and that it was necessary for the proper conduct | 


inst the enemy, I hold that this was || 


that we cannot depend upon | 


June 29 
| of Texas as inefficient and unreliable in time of 
peril? Experience hed never enabled him to ‘ade 
of them, and was this, then, no manifestation 
ah inl 
hy, sir, two hundred and fifty Texan ran 

if he had applied for them, would hay 
| pulsed we atiempt that might have been ma 
|| cross the Rio Grande, and the song of peace 
'| have been heard nninteruptedly urti! this ¢ 
|| that border. Five hundred would more tha 
| done it. Yet, instead of calling them to his aid 
|| according to his authority under the Governmen; 
| he denounces them as unreliable. And when 4 
|| last they were called upon, what did they qo) 
|| Like chafed lions they were anxious to pursue the 
| enemy, for it was the first time they had had th 
|| prospect of encountering them on equal terms, but 
|| they were restrained, and men unacquainted With 
|| Mexican warfare, lieutenant colonels from the 
'| interior, were permitted to lead our troops throuph 
|| the dense chaparrals and jungles of Mexico 
|| whilst the brave Texans were restrained or taker 
|| to the southern plains, there to meet, beneaih 
| burning suns, a lingering death by disease, By 
| fortunately, air, this was not done until after new 
| manifestations of irresistible valor on their par 
worthy of the cause in which they were engaged, 

|| At Monterey, it was Texans who first took the 
| plaza, the key of the victory. The Bishop 
|| palace and heights too were taken by Texans, 


|| and Gillespie’s monument stands there a record of 
|| their unshrinking gallantry. But even these deeds 
were not sufficient to rescue them from obloquy 
and defamation. Even after that, they were do. 
| nounced and stigmatized as the veriest refuse of 
the community, and as a dishonor to the army, 
Is it strange then, sir, that a prejudice, thus 
'eai'y and so strongly entertained, should extend 
now to the invasion of our constitutional rights? 
| Is at strange that our civil rights should be no 
move respected now than was our military char. 
| acter then? No, sir, it is not strange. 

But I will read for the information of the Senate 
and of the world, if it chooses to be concerned 
with matters of such minor im portance as en- 
| croachments upon the rights of ‘Texas as a sover- 

eign State, further evidence on this point. But, 

first, let me ask, was it from a norma! condition, 
| or after passing through a system of territorial pu- 
|| pilage, that Texas became a sovereign State? No, 
| sir, When Texas became a member of this Union, 
| she stood upon the earth in the great community 
| of nations, and was herself a nation. And that 
sovereignty as a nation she has merged in this 
Union, but to remain in it as an equal with its 
other members. 

i will now read an extract from a letter dated 
|| Camp near Monterey, October 6, 1846: 

“Sir: | havegespectfully to report that the entire force of 
| Texas mounted volunteers has been mustered out of ser- 
vice, and is now returning home by companies. With their 
| departure we may look for a restoration of quiet and order in 
| Monterey, for I regret to report that some shameful atrocities 

have been perpetrated ny THEM since the capitulation of the 
town.’ 

What high encomiumsare these in acknowledg- 
ment of valorous and chivalrous deeds! What 
encouragement to cheer a veteran’s heart ! What 
|| encouragement to offer to the young and ardent 
‘| patriot! 

‘One company of Texas foot volunteers, which has ren- 
| dered excellent service in the campaign, ia now on the 
march to Camargo, there to be mustered out of service.” 

|| One company you would suppose from this had 
|| done all that was commendable on the part of the 
|| ‘Texan military. One solitary company, indeed, 
W here were 
the Texans at Monterey ? They had entire com- 
mand of the city, and it was with difficulty, afier 
the flag had been sent in, that they could be in- 
duced to suspend for a moment their active exer- © 
tions in vindication of Americah honor—to compel 
the instant capitulation or the destruction of the 
town. And for some time did they et before 
they obeyed their superiors’ orders. They had 
carried the Bishop’s palace and every fastness of 
the enemy, and placed there the American banner 
in triumph, floating proudly, a victorious menace 
to those within the city. yet, air, of all this 
it is only said, ‘‘ one company rendered excellent 
service !’’ 

“It is deemed necessary to station a small force a 
ipretos on ar bank of the ee ion —. 

the go mment of to extend its jurisdiction 
with more ans 
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1850. 
~The jurisdiction of Texas,” ander the eye of 
he eae, extended to the Rio Grande, but, wi 
; r the eye of the Executive, Texas has no rights 
7 n that river. This, sir, is the persecution 
pe out to us, one from these prejudices, and 
eh now seeks to inflict upon us the humiliating 


ich 
be of an infringement upon our State sover- 
a. sir, this is not all. There was another 


most extraordinary letter, written from Monterey 
on the 10th June, 1847, from which I will read an 
extract: 

«Sir: I have ordered the muster of the compan of 
mounted Texas volunteers alluded to in my letter of June 
sip. itis enrolied for the war, and commanded by H. W. 
Baylor. Major McCullough’s company has been discharged, 
ana we have now five companies of Texas horse, the exact 
number laid down in your memorandum of April 26th. 

«« L regret to report that many of the twelve-months’ vol- 
unteers, on their route hence, on the lower Rio Grande, 


have committed extensive depredations and outrages upon 


the peaceful inhabitants. There is scarcely a form of crime 
that has not been reported to me as committed by them; 
put they have passed beyond my reach, and even if they 
were here it would be found next to impossible to detect the 
individuals who thus disgrace their colors and their country. 
Were it possible to rouse the Mexican people to resistance, 
no more effe-tual plan could be devised than the very one 
pursued by some of our volunteer regiments now about to 
be discharged. . 

«The volunteers for the war, so far, give an earnest of 
better conduct, with the exception of the companies of Texas 
horse. OF the infantry, I have had little or no complaint; 
but the mounted men from Texas have scarcely made an expe- 
dition without unwarrantably killing a Mexican!” 

What an atrocity, sir!—killing a Mexican upon 
an expedition! Kill a Mexican! Monstrous in 
the face of day! Kill a Mexican! Why, sir, we 
hear of no such complaints when battalions fell at 
Montérey—I will not say how disposed of We 
hear no such sympathetic complaints then. But 
killing pne Mexican! Oh, whatadeed! Well, 
grant you that, wherever there are instances of 
criminal injustice and outrage being inflicted by the 
military, its authors deserve severe punishment; 
bot a spirit of justice would suggest a course of 
propriety in this respect which would punish the 
real offender, and have a moral influence on all 
around him. This is not done where whole corps 
are ‘hus stigmatized and denounced. 

“[ have, in consequence, ordered Major Chevaliie’s 
command to Saltillo, where it can do less mischief than 
here, and where its services, moreover, are wanted.”’ 

“ Where their services are wanted’’—for what? 
To “do mischief’’—that is, to kill more than ** one 
Mexican,’’ I suppose. Is it not strange that he 
should send these men, whom he is unable to re- 
strain and control in the face of a large army, toa 
place where there was none to control them and 
restrain them from outrage on the Mexicans. 
Were “their services’? wanted there for outrage 
and depredation? or were they sent there with a 
view of ascertaining whether new. temptations 
would inspire them with a stronger ®nse of duty? 

“The constant recurrence of such atrocities, which I 
have been reluctant to report to the department, is my mo- 
tive for requesting that no more troops may be sent to this 
column from the State of Texas.”’ 

“No more troops from the State of Texas.”’ 
They had been an incumbrance to him, one would 
suppose. Yet one of them—the gallant and la- 
mented’ Walker—was mainly instrumental in 
saving the army from disaster at Palo Alto. And 
McCullough—who, in the General’s report of the 
bate of Buena Vista, was only mentioned as 
having done very well—was designated as one of 

y 1esIg 

the spies sent on to Encarnacion, and was also a 
Texan. Instead of saying in that report that Mc- 
Cullough gave him information at Encarnacion 
which saved the army, he merely remarks that he 
was of great service on that occasion—or gave him 
information which was of great service. Yes, sir, 
it was McCullough who reconnoitered the enemy’s 
camp, and essed himself of the first informa- 
tion of the advance of Santa Anna, and thus in 
time enabled our troops to fall back from Agua 
Nueva to Buena Vista, where the gallant defence 
was made. 

Well, sir, does not all this look likea strong 
peer against the Texans? Would it not, 
rom the evidence I have produced, seem most un- 
avoidably to be deduced that this prejudice exist- 
ed even before he had any experience as to the 
character of her soldiery, and that it only increased 
with the services rendered by them to the Govern- 
mentand to the army? And, sir, are we now to 
have visited u 


: us further ences result- 
ing om that readies Is the State of Texas, 
asa » to succomb to the degradation of 


. 
© 





mit wee 
unjustifiab 





| 





rial limits? And is it expected that we are to sub- | 
to the infliction of such gross and | 
Mr. President, there is a | 


wrong? 
principle involved in this matter which extends 
far beyond the temporary inconvenience imposed 


inflicted on her. It is a principle which lies at 


the very foundation of our Government—the sub- | 
ordination of the military to the civil power—and 


the subversion of which is the destruction of our 
liberties. Is a mere military officer to be allowed 


to inter/ere and prescribe to a sovereign State what - 


shall constitute her territorial limits and boundary? 
In this case, the former President of the United 


States, who established in time of war temporary | 


military governments, ordered the government of 
the territory to be surrendered to Texas as soon 
as peace terminated the war, or I have been mis- 
informed; yet the present Executive has continued 
the military government, and has not surrendered 
the territory to Texas. Less than two years ago, 
the military authority, Colonel Washington, ex- 
pelied, or rather caused the ejection of the judicial 
officers of Texas from the territory; and now, 
when Colonel Neighbors had succeeded in reor- 
ganizing the counties where no military authori- 
ties were stationed, amd went to Santa Fé, what 
was the consequence? There the military gov- 


| 


ernor avowed his resistance to the authority of || 


Texas, and caused that hasty and inconsiderate 
action of the population which has resulted in the 
handing over of the territory toa mere judge of 
the Keagny code. And he, forsooth, has taken 
all under his contro], and now assumes to be the 
sovereign over this wide domain of Texas! Sir, 
if the military authorities of the United States 
have a right thus to conduct themselves in that 
territory—a territory within the limits of what we 
have ever claimed, and which were recognized by 
all nations previous to annexation—then they 


| have a right to occupy our capital, or to wrest 


Galveston from our occupation. That territory 
no more appertains to New Mexico than does any 
other spot within the limits of Texas. Yet Texas 
has not been complaining, nor has she manifested 
undue anxiety in demanding her rights from ume 
to time. Years have passed by since she hada 
right to expect the setlement of her boundary. 
The territory to which it extended has been ac- 
quired by the United States Government; and in 
good faith, if they had discharged their duties, 
they ought to have settled the boundary with the 
termination of the war, and said to Texas what 
and where it was. 

Does any one, for a moment, believe that if 
Texas had been aware of this attempted curtail- 
ment of her limits, she would ever have become 
annexed to the Government of the United States? 
No, sir, no one can believe it even for a moment. 
Mexico would willingly have consented to recog- 
nize her as a separate Power, provided Texas 
would have consented to such a curtailment of her 
boundary. And isit to be expected that Texas will 
submit to such a violation of her rights as is here 
indicated? Iask the Senate, as Americans and as 
honorable men, if this were a question between 
the Government of the United States and Mexico 
as to boundary, is it believed that the Unued 
States would surrender one foot of this territory ? 

Mr. CLAY. Will my. friend pardon me, as 
the hour for the special order has arrived, for ask- 
ing him to do us the faver to continue his eloquent 
speech on Monday, if it will be agreeable to him? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Anything that will advance 
the public business I will yield to with pleasure; 


| it will be no deprivation to me at all. 


Mr. HALE, (in hisseat.) But it will be a great | 


deprivation to the Senate. 


The resolution was accordingly laid on the ta- | 


ble. , 
THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


On the motion, of Mr. CLAY, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the special order of the 
day, being the bill to admit California as a State 
into the 


to Texas for the settlement of her western and 
northern bou les. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, resumed and 
concluded the speech which he commenced yester- 


day, of which a report will appear in the Appendix. 


nion, to establish territorial governments | 
for Utah and New Mexico, and making proposals | 
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an infringement on her rights, on the subversion 
of her authority, and the infraction of her territo- 
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Mr. COOPER next addressed the Senate, and 


having spoken for an hour, he gave way for a mo- 
tion to proceed to Executive business. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


of executive business, and after some time spent 


|| King, George G. King, James G. King, John A. K 


it 


) 


| 


|, therein, the doors were reopened, and the Senate 
| adjourned. 
on Texas, or to the actual injustice which may be | 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mowpar, July 1, 1850. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
There were a dozen competitors for the floor. 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 
Mr. TOOMBS rose and moved that the Hause 


proceed to the consideration of the special order of 
the day, (being the report of the select committee 
in relation to the Galphin claim.) 

The SPEAKER. The report of the select com- 
mittee on the Galphin case is the special order of 
the day. But there is a motion pending (which 
was submitted previous to the adjournment on Sat- 
urday last) that the further consideration of the 
special order be postponed until to-morrow (Tues- 
day) two weeks. ‘That is the business first ia or- 
der. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
inserling 

The SPEAKER, (interposing.) There is a 
motion to amend already pending, IH is the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from South Carolina, {Mr. 
Burt, ] to strike out * to-morrow two weeks’’ and 
insert ** to-day.” 

Mr. BURT. The amendment was superseded 
by the adjournment of ‘he House. I am not will- 
ing that the matter should be postponed any longer. 
I withdraw the amendment; and I hope that the 
ELouse will proceed at once to the consideration of 
the report of the committee. 

Mr. BAYLY. . Then I move to amend: the 
original motion, by striking out * (o-morro® two 
weeks’’ and inserting ‘‘ to-morrow.”? _ 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bar- 


I move to amend the motion by 





LY. 

Mr. BAYLY. I modify my amendment so as 
to postpone the consideration of the report until 
this day, at twelve o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the motion to postpone must be until another day. 

Mr. BAYLY. Then | fall back on my original 
motion, to amend the motion so as to posiporte the 
consideration of the report until to-morrow. 

Mr. McCLERNAND (to the Speaker.) Is not 
the resolution of the gentleman ffom Ohio, {Mr. 
Sweerser,|—i.e. the resolution offered two weeks 
ago, concerning the surplus fund—entided to pri- 
ority? If so, | demand that it shall. be disposed 
of. it stands in the way of reports of commitices, 
and of the reference of bills on the Speaker's lable, 
of which many have accumulated. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the special order will take precedence over all other 
business. If the special order should be postponed, 
the resolution, of the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
Sweerser} would have precedence. Having beon 
introduced under a suspension of the rules, u will 
have to be dispesed of. But the report of the se- 
lect committee on the Galphin claim having been 
made the special order from day to day, it must be 
first diaposed of. It is moved by the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Preston Kine,| that the 
consideration of the report be postponed antl to- 
morrow two weeks. And the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] moves to amend that mo- 
tion by striking out ‘‘ to-morrow two weeks” and 
inserting ‘‘ to-morrow.”’ The question is firet on 
the amendment. 

Mr. BURT. I demand the yeas and nays oa 
the amend ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 
taken, were—yeas 105, neys 78; as foliow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Alston, Anderson, 
Ashe, Averett, Bayly, Beale, Bocock, Bowdon, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Chester Butier, E. C. Cabeil 
George A. Caldwell, Jozeph P. Caldwell, Casey, Chandicr, 
Ciingman, W. BR. W. Cobb, Conger, Conrad, Danie, De- 
berry, Dimmick, Disney, Duncan, Edmundson, Natliin 
Evans, Featherston, Gerry, Gorman, Grivnetl, Hell, Baguil- 
ton, Hammond, Hampton, Haralson, Isham G. Herris, 
Hay, Haywond, Henry, Hilliard, Holinday, Holmes, How- 
ard, Joseph W. Jackson, Jones, Kaufman, Kerr, Daniel P. 
Sére Leffler, Horace Mann, Job Mann, Marshati, tong 
McCleérnand, McDowell, McLavalan, McQueen, McWillie. 
Meacham, Miller, Millson, Morse, Morton, Olds, Ovr, Otis, 
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Outlaw, Owen, Parker, Powell, Reynolds, Richardson, || 
Risley, Robbins, Seddon, Shepperd, Stanly, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, J. Thompson, James Thomp- | 
ran. Toombs, Van Dyke, Venthie, Wallace, Watkins, || 
eau White, Wildrick, Williams, Wilsun, and Win- || 
throp—105. 

NAYS—Mesers. Andrews, Baker, Bokee, Booth, Breck, 
Briggs, William J. Brown, Burrows, Burt, Thomas B 
Butler, Joseph Cable, Calvin, Cartter, Coie, Corwin, Crow- || 
ell, Dixon, Doty, Durkee, Fitch, Fowler, Freediey, Gid- | 
dings, Gott, Gould, Hatloway, Harlan, Sampson W Harris, 
Thomas L. Harris, Hebard, Howe, Hubbard, Hunter, Inge, | 
Andrew Johnson, Julian, Preston King, Littlefield, Matte- 
son, McGai , McKissock, Moore, Morris, Nelson, New- 
eli, Ogle, Peaslee, Peck, Phelps, Pitman, Potter, Putoam, 
Robinson, Rockwell, Root, Ross, Rumsey, Sackett, Saw- 
telle, Schenck, Schoolcraft, Silvester, Spaulding, Sprague, 
Tivaddeus Stevens, Steison, Strong, Jobu B. Thompsun, 
Thurman, Tuck, Underhill, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, 
Whitilesey, Wilmot, Wood, and Woodward—78. 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed | 








Mr. WENTWORTH renewed the demand for 
| the yeas and nays. 

| The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired the 
| effect of the motion to lay on the table to be dis- 
| tinetly understood. It would be, he believed, to 
| carry the whole subject to the table. 

The SPEAKER = The Chair has so stated. 
The SPEAKER announced the question on the 
| motion to lay on the table the motion to poepons: 
| and repeated that, in the opinion of the Chair, the 
motion to lay on the table, if agreed to, would 
| carry the whole subject with it. 

| The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
| yeas 28, nays 107; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bennett, Breck, Briggs, Crowell, Deberry, 
| Doty, Dunean, Freediey, Gentry, Grinnell, Hampton, Hay- 
| mond, Hunter, Kerr, George G. King, John A. King, Horace 
| Mann, Matteson, McGaughey, Morehead, Otis, Risley, 
to. : || Rockwell, Rumsey, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, John B. 
{Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, when his name ‘vas || Thompson, and Winthrop—2s. 
called, rose and stated that he had paired off with ||, NAY¥S5—Mesers. A bertaon, Alexander, Allen. Alston, 

carne || Anderson, Andrews, Ashe, Averett, Baker, Bayly, Beale, 

Mr. HOAGLAND, for the present week, except || Bissell, Bocock, Bokee, Booth, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, 
upon some questions as to which a reservation was || Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Wiliam J. Brown, Buel, Bur 
made. ] ore ate eae HEME, vee ~ pales, dome ce 
. . || ble, G. A. Caldwell, J. P. Caldwell, Caivin, Campbell, 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the || Cartier, Casey, Chandler, Clarke, Clingman, Ww. i. Ww. 
motion as amended. . || Cobb, Cole, Conger, Conrad, Corwin, Daniel, Dimmick, 

Mr POTTER. I move to lay the motion on Disney, Dixon, Dunham, Durkee, Edmundson, Nathan 
the table 


Evans, Featherston, Fitch, Fowler, Gerry, Giddings, Gor- 
. . , Gr a ay, Hami . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the | farisom, ‘Harlan; Isham G. Me-ris, Sampson W, Harri 
gentieman from Ohio, [Mr. Porter, | that a mo- |) Thomas L. Harris, Hay, Hebard, Henry, Hibbard, Hilliard, 
tion to lay on the table a@ motion to postpone, 1 Holladay, Houston, Howard, Howe, Hubbard, ‘nge, Joseph 
is not in order. And if a motion is made to lay || W. Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Robert 


upon the table, and should prevail, it will carry || 








James G. King, Preston King, La ~ are, Leffler. Littletield, 
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W. Johnson, Jones, Julian, Kaufman, Daniel P. King, | 










with it the whole subject—that is to say, the re- | 


port of the committee and the resolutions. 

Mr. POTTER. Then | withdraw the motion 
to ley on the table. 
report of the committee on the Galphin case. 

The SPEAKER. That object can be effected 


by refusing to agree to the motion to pestpone as | 


amended, 


Mt. WENTWORTH desired, he said, to put 


My object is to bring up the | 


Job Mann, Marshall, Mason, MeClernand, McDonald, Me- 
|| Dowell, MecKissock, McLanahan, MeQueen, McWillie, 
\| Miller, Millson, Moore, Morris, Morse, Mort®, Nelson, 
|| Newell, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Parker, Peaslee, Peck, 


|| Richardson, Robbins, Robinson, Root, Ross, Sackett, Sav 
|| age, Sawtelle, Schenck, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Sed- 
don, Shepperd, Silvester, Sprague, Frederitk P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, 


Phelps, Pittnan, Potter, Powell, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, 


Alexander H, Stephens, Stetson, | 
Strong, Sweetser, Taylor, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Thur- | 
man, Toombs, Tuck, Underhill, Van Dyke, Venable, Wal- | 



































an inquiry to the Chair. If the House should || 9¢", Waldo, Wallace, Watkins, Wellborn, Wentworth, 
vote down the motion to postpone, would the Gal- 
phin claim cothe up? 
The SPEAKER. 
before the House. 
Mr. McCLERNAND put an inquiry to the | 
Chair, which was scarcely heard by the reporter, | 
bat the purport of which was understood to be, | 
whether if a motion was made to lay on the table, || nays. 
it would not carry the whole subject with it? || Mr. PRESTON KING inquired if the yeas and 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated,and || nays had not been ordered upon the adoption of 
the motion to lay on the table has been withdrawn. || the resolution? 


The question is on agreeing to the motion of the || The SPEAKER (a fi h 
. » SPE ; pon reference to the Journal) 
gentleman froth New York, [Mr. Preston Kina,] said, it was recorded that the yeas and ‘nays had 


as amended, || been asked, but the motion to amend had followed, 
Mr. TOOMBS. I ask the yeas and nays on | and the yeas and nays had been ordered only on 
that question. 


1} 
i} h { . 
Mr. GENTRY rose to inquire what would be | py pomeatoek 


be || The question was taken on the demand for the 
the effect of the motion to lay on the table, if it | yeas and nays, and they were not ordered. 
shouhl prevail. {| 


' 2 . _ || The question was taken upon the adoption of the 
The SPEAKER. There is no such motion | resolution, and was decided in the negative, with- 
pending. Ithas been withdrawn. The question is |) out a division. 
on agreeing to the motion to postpone as amended. | So the House refused to postpone the consider- 


Mr. TOOMBS. [withdraw the demand for the || ation of the report of the select committee upon the 
yeas and nays. r || connection of the Secretary of War with the Gal- 
Mr. BURT. I renew it. || phin claim, 


Mr. ROBINSON inquired of the Speaker ||" The SPEAKER announced that the question 


whether a motion to postpone the consideration of || recurred upon the consideration of the said report, 

the subject for four weeks would be in order? and that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
The SPEAKER said, that motion would not be } Burt] was entitled to the floor. 

in order. | Mr. 1 : 
Me SAVE Y= enday tgthecenly day-on | r. BURT rose and asked that the resolations 


' ted by th i 
which we can suspend the rules to make the ap- | reported by the select committee be read to the 


puse. 

propriation bills the special order. i ae 

Calls to order. 

The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Barty.) Debate is | 

not in order. | George Galphin was nota just demand against the United 
Mr. GENTRY inquired what would be the ef- || States. 


. >, || Qd. Resolved, That the act of Congress made it the duty 
fect of a motion to lay on the table? Would it) or ine Secretary of the Treasury to pay the principal of said 
carry the whole report with it? 


claim, and it was therefore paid, in conformity with law’? 
The SPEAKER. 


|| Wood, Woodward, and Young—107. 
|| So the House refused to lay the motion on the 
table. 

The question recurring on the amended motion 
to postpone the further consideration of the Gal- 
phin claim till to-morrow, 


Mr. WENTWORTH demanded the yeas and 


It will be the first business 


man, were read as follow: 
ist. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives of 


it would carry the whole H and “ precedent.” 
subject: with it. | ‘ 3d. Reselass, Test the act aforesaid did not outhortne the 
ecretary of the rea-ury to pay interest on said claim, an 
ti GENTRY. 2 atts. then, to lay the mo- | its payment was not “in conformity with law’? or  prece- 
on to ne on the table. || dent.” 
Mr. WENTWORTH. demand the yeasand ||) Mr. BURT. It is not my purpose at this time 
y y purpo 


to enter into any enlarged discussion of the resolu- 
tions which have been reported to the House by 
the committee of which | have the honor to bea 
member. I am content that the case should stand 


pays. 

I 
| upon the facts and the argument reported by that 
: 


r. TOOMBS. I demand tie yeas and nays. 

I hope the House are not going to pass by this | 
suvject without consideration. | 
Mr. GENTRY. Such being the desire of my | 
friend from Georgia, | withdraw the motion. 


|| committee. I am perfectly satisfied that they 
Mr. DOTY renewed it. 


should stand against the argument which has been 


|| White, Whitlesey, Wildrick, Williams, Wilmot, Wilson, | 


The resolutions reported by Mr. Burt,.the chair- || 
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| 


offered by the minority of the committee, 
| shall reserve any argument I may have to offer f, 
| a reply tothat which may be made as additio,.. 
| or supplemental to the arguments of the mino ~ 
, of the committee. | 
But my object, sir, in rising at this time, is to 
remove certain erroneous impressions which have 
gone to the public in reference to the report of ;} 
committee. I have seen, with unfeigned aaner 
| that the correspondents of the press from this Hj.) 
| have sent out not only erroneous, but absolutely 
| injurious representations of the report of the ma 
jority of that committee. _ I trust that it has jo, 
been done intentionally—I do not impute that j: 
. . nh 
has been done intentionally; but 1 desire this 
House, and I desire the country, now distinctly 19 
understand, that there is not a solitary materia) 
fact stated in the report of that committee—| meq) 
| when | speak of the report of the committee to 
speak in parliamentary phrase—I speak of the rs. 
port of a majority of that committee—of the fy 
members of that committee—I say, that in that re. 
| port, there is not one single material fact which is 
controverted in the statements of facts whieh ar 
| made by my friends, of whom the genileman frog 
| Ohio [Mr. Disney] is one. 

I do not desire, therefore—and that js th 
purpose for which | make the statement—jh 
| there should be any misunderstanding as to the ‘ 
facts reported by that committee. I believe tha 
the report which was submitted as the report of 
the committee, that the resolutions reported } 
that committee, discharged properly the duty cop. 
fided to it by this House. There were one or two 
inferences, matters of opinion, as my friends sup. 
posed, contained in that report, to which they dis. 
sented, and therefore they submitted separate 
written reports. But I desire the Housg, and | 
desire the public press, to understand, that in 
making up that report of facts, it -was the design 
of the committee—it was the deliberate purpose of 
the committee, avowed and prosecuted through. 
out—to make no statement of fact whatever tha 
was not established by incontestable proof. | 
think the committee strictly followed out their de. 
sign; their report presents the facts from which 

|, these resolutions are the predicate. 
I have only further to add, that my confidence in 
theaccuracy and correctness of these resolutions, as 
| the legitimate and proper conclusion from the facis 
] and the arguments, has been confirmed by all my 
| subsequent research and reflection; and | think | 
| do not say too mach when I pledge myself to the 
| country to sustain every material ground assumed 
| in that report: That I shall endeavor to do when| 
|| shall have the honor of replying to what may be 
|| said in contravention of that report. 
Mr. CONRAD inquired to which report the 
gentleman from South Carolina referred ? 
|| Mr. BURY. I spoke of the report of the com- 
|| mittee, which is the report of facts; and | spoke of 


| the resolutions offered by the committee to the 

















House 

Mr. CONRAD said the majority who made that 
report did not consist of the same members as 
those who composed the majority who reported 
| the resolutions; therefore there was some confu- 
sion on the subject. ; 

Mr. BURT replied, that he had spoken.of the 
| report and of the resolutions reported by himself, 
and which were agreed to by a majority of the 
committee. 

Mr. TOOMBS then obtained the floor, and 
addressed the House during the hour, partly i 
reply to the speech’ heretofore made by Mr. 
Brooks, but mainly with the intention to establish 
two positions,—firat, that the claim of Galphin 
was a justclaim upon the Government, and ought 
to have been paid; and secondly, that the interest 
thereon was paid in accordance with right, Jus 
tice, law, and precedent. And he offered the fol- 
lowing resolution as an amendment to the resolu- 
tions reported by the majority of the select com- 
mittee: 

Resolved, That there is no evidence submitted by the 


| ‘comunities to whom Was teferred the letiet of George W. 
| Crawford, asking “an investigation” into his conduct 





reference to the claim of the representatives of George 

Gaiphin, which impugns his al or official conduct in 

relation to the settlement of the claim 
of the Government. 


A report of this 4s in course of prepa- 
ration oa will be ocd in the pone ] 
Mr. CONGER addressed the House. He 





by the proper officers 


> 
° 


said: Mr, Speaker, I do not propose to make use of 
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this occasion to discuss at length and in detail the | 
various questions enibraced in the several reports | 
of whe select committee. That committee was | 
raised at the instance and request of the Secretary i] 
of War, for the purpose-of an investigation into 
the conduct of that officer as connected with the || 
roseculion and payment of the claim of the rep- H 
resenaives of George Galphin. The House very | 
properly gave to the committee full and“ compre- | 
hensive instructions, embracing other matters con- || 
nected with this case; aad, in obedience to those 
jnsiructions, we now have a report or statement | 
of facts in the case, agreed to by a majority, and | 
ip addition, three minority reports, severally con- | 
taining the arguments and conclusiona of different | 
members. ; 

Were | disposed so to do, I have not the time | 
to gv over the whole ground occupied by this || 
committee, and 1 shall, therefore, content myself || 
in divcussing such questions alone as seem to lie | 
in my way in declaring the opinions that will gov- |, 
ern my vole on the several resolutions reported. || 
At the time these reports were made, and while || 
ine question of printing was under consideration, | 
| was iftdebted to*the courtesy of my colleague, | 
(Mr. Brooxs|—who has discussed this whole sub- | 
ect submitted to the committee with an elaborate- 
yess, fearlessness, and ability that have done him || 
great credit and honor—for the privilege of saying | 
that, while | most heartily concurred in the views | 
expressed by him, I should seek an occasion to 
express My OWN Opinion before | might be called 
on to record my vote. That opportunity has now 
occurred; and without going into a history of this 
claim, the history of which has become renowned || 
throughout the country, both for its antiquity and. || 
doubiful justice, it 18 proper briefly to recapitulate | 
what all concede to be the main facts upon which | 
it rests, 

in 1773, the Creek and Cherokee Indians had | 
become largely indeoted to certain traders. With || 
a view to an adjustment of the claims of these 
creditors, the Indians made a cession of a large 
extent of land in Georgia to Great Britain, then || 
the Government of this country, with the stipula- | 
tion that the moneys arising from a sale of the 
lands should be applied in satisfaction of such || 
debts as might be found due from them to the 
traders. George Galphin was found to be a cred- || 
itor, and his claim, to the amount of nine, thousand | 
seven hundred and ninety one pounds fifteen shil- 
lmgs and five pence, was acknowledged by the 
Briish Government on the second of May, 1775. 
Commissioners were appointed by Great Britain | 
to make Sale of the lands and pay the debts; but |) 
the war of the Revolution breaking out before 
much had been done, the execution of the trust | 
was defeated, the title of Great Britain in the lands 
extinguished, and her right and power to control 
them destroyed. The Colony of Georgia then 
asserted her claim to the lands, dnd proceeded at 
her own option and pleasure, acknowledging no 
incumbrance on them, to grant them away as 
suited her own purpose; but in 1780, when for 
maily asserting her right to the land, she passed 
the following law in reiation thereto: 


‘Whereas, certain persons, citizens of this, and of the 
State of South Carolina, and friends to the independency of 
the same, claim that the lands in the county of Wilkes were 
Onginally given up and ceded wo the Government of Great 
Britain by the Creek and Cherokee Ludians in satistactiou 
and discharge of certain debts and arrears due by the said 
Indians to said certain persons, commonly called Indian 
traders: Be it therefore enacted, that any person having, 
or pretending to have, uny such claim, do lay their claims 
and accounts before this, or some future House of As-em- 
bly, to be examined; and whatever claims shall be found 
just and proper, and due to the friends of America, shall be 
paid by treasury certificates for the amount payabie within 
two, three, and four years, and carrying six per cent. in- 
lerest.’? 


George Galphin died about the same time this 
act was passed, but whether before or after does 
net appear. At all events, he did not present his 
claim under it; but, in 1789, Thomas Galphin, his 
son and executor, presented it to the Legisiature of 
that State, and though a favorable report was 
made upon it by the committee, it was not acted 
on by the Legislature. From that time down to the 
year 1840, or later, the claim was continued before 
the Georgia Legislature; but notwithstanding the 
law of 1730 and the fact that comuutiees had sev- 
eral times brought in favorable reports, payment 
was not made nor was the claim recognized by 
the State. in 1836 it first made its appearance in 
Congress, whence, by proper nursing for twelve 
years, after having met with at least two adverse 
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reports, it emerged on the night of the 12th of | 
August, 1848, and was transferred from the legis- 
lative to the executive branch of the Government 
for examination and adjustment. The law of this 
date thus transferring the claim, is as follows: 

“ Be it enacted, ¥c., That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to exumine 
and adjust the claim of the late George Galphin, under the 
treaty made by the Governor of Georgia with the Creek 
and Cherokee Indians, in the year 1773, and to pay the 
amount which may be found due to Milledge Galphin, ex- 
ecutor of the said George Galphin, out of any money'in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Under this law the then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury (Mr. Walker) paid the sum of $43,518 97, 
being the same amount (£9,791 15s 5d.) which 
the British Government had acknowledged was 
duein 1775. The question of interest on this sam 
was not formally passed upon by Mr. Walker; 
and when Mr. Meredith came into office, the claim 
for interest was pressed upon him for decision, It 
was finally allowed, and the sum of $191,352 89, 
being the interest from 1775, at six per cent., paid. 

The connection which Mr. Crawford has held 
towards this claim has been that of agent or attor- 
ney, under an agreement with the heirs, made in | 
1833, by the terms of which he was to receive for 


|| his services one half the amount obtained. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, | propose to inquire, in the 
first place, upon whom rested the obligation of 
payment in this case? That Galphin had an 


| equitable, subsisting claim that ought, long since, | 


to have been paid by somebody, wil! not be seri- 


ously doubted; and he made his claim, first, 
| against the Indians, as the original debtors; second, 


against@areat Britain, who by her agreement be 
came the trustee of a {und for the payment of the 
claim; third, against Georgia, who usurped the 
fund; fourth, against the United States, because 
everybody else had refused to pay. lam disposed 
to believe that, subsequent to the Revolution, the 
claim was not good against Great Britain, and 
that that Government was under no obligation to 
pay it. Certainly, she was not liable, unless her 
commissioners had previously'sold such quantities 
of the land as, under the trust, entitled Galphin 
to his debt, or some portion thereof; and though 
there is some reason to believe that such sale was 


|| made, there is not sufficient proof on the point to 


charge Great Britain, particularly when it is con- 
sidered that the greater portion of the lands, atleast, 
were appropriated by Georgia. If Great Britain 
was not, because of the Revolution that wrested 
the lands from her control, drove her from their 
possession, and made it impossible for her to dis- 
charge the trust, liable to Galphin, then Georgia 
alone must have been. 

Sir, | am aware of the presumption, if not arro- 


| gance, | show in expressing this opinion, for in 
| entertaining it, as I do, | find myself in opposition 


not only to all the Whig members of this select 
committee, but to the Attorney General of the 
United States. Notwithstanding this array of 
talent and station against me, however, [ hope to | 
express my* views with becoming independence, 
and such dignity as ae every man to think || 
and speak for himself and as he shall choose. | 
Whatever shall be thought of my argument, it || 
shall not be said that party shackles and political || 
alliances control my speech or vote. There are | 
no party attachments, as there is no personal || 
friendship, that will induce me to restrain a | 
thought or disguise a syllable. 
Cabinet anda Whig has asked an investigation. 
An investigation has been made, and I, for one, 
cannot shut my eyes to the conviction that it has 
placed that officer in a most unfortunate position 
before the county. The same investigation has 
brought the official acts of two other Whigs and | 


| members of the Cabinet in question; and | am || 


free to say that they, too, do not stand blameless 
and exempt from censure. Entertaining these 
views, I cannot sustain the report of the Whigs 
composing the minority of the committee, nor | 
shall I hesitate to declare my disapprobation of | 
the official acts into which an investigation has 
been sought. - 
The hability of Georgia to pay this claim is 
founded in the clearest | 





| to extinguish the Indian title. 
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the claim Galphin-and others had on the lands, 
not only asserted her right to them, but she pre- 
vented Great Britain from executing the trust, 


| while she appropriated the lands for her own pur- 


pose in defiance of the lien. Georgia, however, 
never direct!y acknowledged her liability, and it 
ig lees a matter of moment, whether she who has 
not paid ought to pay, than that the Government 
that has paid was not liable to do so. If the claim 


| of Galphin was just, it is difficult to apprehend the 


argument that should exempt Georgia from pay- 
ment under her law of 1780. Itis trae that law 
is guarded in its terms, and under it payment 
could not be made; unless, first, the claim was 
found just; and second, that it was due to one 
who fought omthe right side in the Revolution; 
and Georgia has never acknowledged either the 
one or the other, but in her own Legislature doubt 
and suspicion have been cast over both. However 
much this might prejudice the justice of the 
claim on Georgia, I submit thatit could not create 
a claim against the United States. Georgia had 
no title to these lands save what she derived by 
the conquest of the Revolution from Great Brivain, 
And shall it be said that she can appropriate the 
lands to her own use and then require the United 
States to pay off an incumbrance to which she has 
herself succeeded? Every principle of honesty 


| and fair dealing is violated by the assumption. 


The Whig minority of this committee, as well 
as the Attorney General, seek to show that the 
United States, prior to the passage of the law of 
1848, were liable for the payment of this claim; 
and one of the arguments made use of to this end, 
is drawn from the law of 1802, by which Georgia 
ceded to the United States certain territory. lam 
unable to see how the provisions of that law can 
aid such an argument. Georgia ceded the territo- 
ry, and in consideration for so doing, the United 
States agreed to extinguish the Indian tide to the 
residue of the lands in that State, Did this bind 
the United States to pay Galphin? Not at all. 
The Indians had no title remaining to the lands 
embraced in their cession to Great Britain in 1773, 
and they were in no manner tn possession of 
them. Many of the lands had, at this time, 
already been granted away by Georgia, and so far 
from there being any title in opposition to that 
which she asserted, nobody was even interfering 
with her disposition of the land. All the title of 
the Indians had become vested in Georgia, and 
the lien was the lien of Galphin. Nobody, there- 
fore, could have understood that these lands were 
included among those to which it was necessary 
But it is asked, 
in the report of the Whig minority, made by the 
gentleman from Keritucky, [Mr. Breck,} “ Could 
‘ Georgia, before the claim of Galphin was paid, 
‘say the Indian title to those lands belonged un- 
‘conditionally to the State ? or, was it not a living, 
‘unextinzuished title, which Georgia, to the ex- 


| * tent of this lien, in equity and good faith, had no 


‘claim to?” The lien of Galphin and the Indian 


title, as the gentleman from Ohio, in his report, 
has well said, are two quite different things. The 
Indian title was made perfect in Great Britain; 
Great Britain gave Galphin a lien on that titie to 
the amount of his debt acknowledged by her; and 
Galphin released all claim upon the Indians, rely- 
ing only on the lien given him by Great Britain; 
Georgia succeeded to these rights and obligations, 


A member of the || and has never pretended that the Indians had titie 


| or claim to a single foot of the lands. 
| Again, this minority of the committee say, ** be- 
sides, the Indians, as a party to the treaty of 1773, 
| had a just right to insist and require that its stip- 
rformed.”” The answer to 
this is, that the cession to Great Britain was not 
only for the benefit of the traders, but being ac- 
| cepted by them in satisfaction of their claims 
| against the Indians, the Indians, to whom they 
| had executed discharges, had no right or power to 
require the execution of the trust, for they were 
parties to no executory contract. 
Another ground on which the Attorney General 
and the Whig members of the committee have 
| placed the liability of the United States is this: It 


land equitable princi- || is alleged that these lands were approprinied by 


ples. In the language of the very able report of || Georgia in donations and bounties to her soldiers, 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Diswey,] ‘* The || for services in the public defence in aid of the cause 


proceedings of the war of the Revolution placed 
the State of Georgia in the stead of the British 
Crown, and she became seized of the laiter’s title 
and subject to its liabilities.” Georgia, knowing 


of the Revolution; and that the case comes within 
the principles of the act of 1832 in relation to pay- 
ment of the pension debt of Virginia. Now, sir, 
admitting that the lands were appropriated in pay- 
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ment of services rendered the whole country in a 
common cause, the case does not come within the 
winciples of that act. Virginia, by an act of her 
Eadie. had paid out of her own treasury a 
large amount in pensions to certain of her officers 
who had served inthe Revolation, These payments 
having been made by Virginia for services ren- 
dered in the cause of our national independence, 
Congreas, by the act of 1832, assumed this pension 
debt, and retmburse:! her precisely as other States 
had been allowed for advances made on account 
of the public service. At best, then, this can be 
regarded as nothing more than a precedent for the 
passage of a law to pay Georgia he amount of the 
claim whenever she herself should 

the act of 1790, funding the debts o 
States, each State was allowed its advances on ac- 
count of the United States; but Virginia’s pen- 
sion debt not having been funded, Congress passed 
the law of 1832, and directly authorized its pay- 
ment. If these landa, then, were donated as is 










































ay it. By 


ited to Georgia in the settlement of her accounts, 
and thet she was allowed all they were worth. 


was not the debt of Georgia. Georgia never made 
ut her debt. She has nemher paid i nor acknowl- 
edged her liability to pay it. 
admit the liability of the United States to pay it; 
but on the contrary, she has at all times and on 
all oceasions repudiated it as a fraud upon this 
Government alike as upon herself. 


ciple of the law of 1832, and Galphin has no right 
to ask it for her—-much less had he a right to ask 
it for himself. 

Buti do not admit that the lands were appro- 
priated for the support of the common cause of all 
the Siates. | have not seen the proof of this, Col- 









as they were donated to the State troops of Geor- 





they were not used for the benefit of the United 
Siates, They were granted, to some extent, but 
to what is quite uncertain, to her own State troops 
as gratuities ia addition to the donations made by 
the United Staies. In this, Georgia did no more 











Such States as had land made donations to their 
ow soldiers, but it was on their own account and 







they could use it as they saw fit. If Georgia thus 
used any of these lands, it was an appropriation 







liable for the incumbrance charged upon it. 

Thus far, sir, in the discussion of these ques- 
tions, | have found my own opinion fortified, my 
judgment enlightened, and my argument approved, 
by both the report of the gentleman from Ohio 









multee, [Mr Burr.] 
ihese gentiemen, differing as | do with every 
member of the committee on the most important 
of ail the questions involved in this investigation. 








embodying the conclusions to which they have 
come, the following resolutions: 







George Galphin Was not 4 just demand against the United 
Suites. . 

24. Resolved, That the act of Congress made it the duty 
of the Secretary ofthe Treasury to pay the principal of the 
sald claim, and it was therefore paid, ‘in conformity with 
law ‘and ‘ precedent.’ 

















dant.’ ” ' 

The first resolution is agreed to by the Demo- 
crats on the committee and disagreed to by the 
Whigs. There were, therefore, five votes in its 
favor to four against it. The third resolution is 
agreed to by the same vote, while the second is 

‘reed. to unanimously by both Democrats and 

‘higs. He whe should charge that the vote on 
the first and third resolution was controlled by 
party considerations, indicating that political pre- 
judice demanded censure from Democrats and ap- 
probation from Whigs, could not fail to see that 
the vote on the second resolution much more 
strongly justifies the suspicion of party prejudice. 
To justify the late Secretary of the Treasury, 
(Mr. Waiker,) in the payment of the principal of 
ths Galphin claim, this resolution was ool: 
‘To justify the present Secretary (Mr. Meredith) 





and the report made by the chairman of the com- | 
But, sir, | must now leave || 


* ist. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives of | 


« 3d. Resolved, That the act aforesaid did not authorize the 
Scecretary of the Treasury to pay interest on said claim, and | 
ite payment was not fin conformity with law’ or ‘ prece- 
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in the payment of the intercst on that claim, it was 
equally-necessary. In uniting in the support of 
that resolution, therefore, the Democratic major- 
ity and the Whig minority have each done what 


'| it found itself compelled to do in making a defence 


the several | 


of the one and the other of these men, and in this 
resolution they have found common ground upon 
which to predicate a defence. 
that there was no liability on the part of the 


United States except such as the act of 1848 cre- | 


ated; and while they find in this act alone the au- 
thority under whieli their Secretary paid the prin- 
cipal, the minority are compelled to establish the 


| liability of the Government prior to that time, and 


to bring it to the aid of that act for the authority 
under which their Secretary paid the interest. 
Now, sir, | repudiate the doctrine of each and 
both, while [ deny that that act either made it 
the duty of Secretary Walker to pay the princi- 


| pal, or that it was in any manner a recognition of 


| the liability of this Government. I go further than 


claimed, it is fair to presume that they were cred- | 


this, sir. 


I say that Mr. Walker, in paying the 


| principal of that claim, committed an act for 
which he not only ought to have been censured, 


But whether they were credited and allowed or | 
not is immaterial, so long as the debt of Galphin | 


Nor would she ever | 


Georgia, then, | 
does not come here to ask the benefit of the prin- | 


but impeached and removed from office. 


None of his 
friends pretend to place his justification on the 
ground that anything was found due Galphin 
from the United States. On the contrary, the ma- 
jority of the committee say that it was not a just 
demand against the United States. The gentle- 
man from Ohio, in his report, says, ‘‘there was 


neither a legal nor an equitable obligation on the | 
United States to pay this claim;’’ “the Qeone 
| of the committee says, that ‘upon non 


| grounds relied on could the United States be justl 


laterally, they may have aided that cause, so far | 


gia, by making those troops more effective, but || 


than many other States did for their own troops. | 
at their own option, The land was their own, and | 


of the fund which could make nobody but herself | 


held liable for the claim;’’ nor does Mr. Walker 
himself pretend that anything was found due from 


the United States, nor that he even examined the | 
Sir, I re- | 


claim for the purpose of ascertaining. 
gret that my general approval of the argument of 


the gentleman from Ohio must be so far qualified | 


as to except that portion of his report which as- 
serts that the act of 1848 made it the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay this claim. And 
in this connection, inasmuch as | regard that re. 


port as a mostable and dignified paper, worthy | 


the occasion, and highly creditable to the position 


of the gentleman, I desire to except another ning 


from any measure of praise and approval that 
have bestowed, or shall bestow upon it, 
his covert insinuation that the President of the 
United States had connected 
transaction, so far as to sustain and approve the 


| mode in which the claim has been prosecuted and 


adjudicated. Indeed, the insinuation is more than 
this; but to whatever extent and in whatever de- 
gree itis intended to be charged that the Presi- 
dent has participated in this fraud upon the Treas- 


ury, Lam sure it is without truth or foundation. | 


| agree with the gentleman in the disapprobation 
he expresses as to the official acts of Secretary 


| Meredith, the Secretary of War, and Attorney 


|| General Johnson. 
That committee have reported to this House, as || 


No word of mine shall be ut- 
tered in defence of those acts, and I now denounce 


|| and condemn them as unjustifiable and dangerous; 


i 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
; 
i 
| 
| 
' 
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| but no part of their responsibility is shared by the 


President; nor is there authority for connecting 


him with the transaction, in an attempt to sully | 
| his fair fame and bring reproach upon his charac- 


ter. Sir, he needs no defence from efforts like 
these. His character is everywhere a guarantee 
against corruption and dishonesty, both in His 
own acts and in his counsels to others. What- 
ever individual members of his Cabinet may have 
done in this matter, has been done on their indi- 
vidual, official responsibility, and not as the act of 
the Administration. The friends of the claim 
who may represent that it has the approval of the 
Executive, for the purpose of clothing it in more 
comely garb and to save it from uiter infamy, will 
be sure to cast odium on the Administration, 
whatever strength the representation may give 
Galphin. No discreet friend of the President will 
make such representation. Whenever Galphin 
shall be admitted into the household of the Ad- 
ministration as a friend, it will be in the day of the 
dishonor and defeat, the prostration and infamy of 
that Administration. Let the responsibility rest 
where it belongs; but let not gentlemen on the 
other side of the House attempt to make party 
capital out of this question, unul they can relieve 
their own Secretary (Mr. Walker) from the 


It was | 
| a payment not only without authority of law, but 
| in corrupt contravention of justice. 


I mean | 


himself with the | 


The majority hold || 


of the || 
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weight of odious responsibility resting on hic. 

reason of his having first o coil the Treen ; 
this antique and hoary-headed relic of the colonial 
time. hy did not the gentleman from Ohio de 
nounce the first attack and draft upon the Tre ‘ 
ury? That was the first great error, and he wh y 
committed it was first deserving the gentleman’, 
denunciation. It will not do to condemn M ; 
Meredith for the payment of the interest, and hold 
Mr. Walker blameless for paying the princi al; 
and those gentlemen who do se can find lees jedi 
fication for their conduct fn the act of 1848 tian is 


¥ to 


| the prejudices of party, 


_Sir, what is the act of 1848? I recollect the 
bill, and I recollect the time it passed this House 
though it has been said that it passed sub silentig 
on the last night of the session, when but few 


members were in their seats, and fewer sti|| knew 


| what the bill was. It was, indeed, on a hot night 


of a dog-day session, when almost the business of 
a session was crowded into a few hours, and no 
time was left for examination. But [ voted for 
the bill, as I had done for other bills of a like char- 
acter, time and again, and as [ have since done 
because, without assuming, admitting, og recor. 
nizing a liability on the part of the Government 
it transferred an examination and adjustment of 4 
complex claim from Congress to a department 


| where an examination and adjudication could the 


better be made. Such being the bill, | could haye 
no objection to its passage; and the views which 
governed my own vote, I cannot doubt, induced 
others to vote for it. 

What, sir, is the true, natural, and common. 
sense construction of that act?) Mr. Walker says 
he ** considered that the law clearly recognized the 
obligation of the United States to pay the claim, 
whatever it might be.” But does it bear that con. 
struction? Did Congress so intend? If so, in 
what position is the gentleman from South Caro. 
lina, (Mr. Burrt,] the gentleman from Mississip. 
pi, [Mr. FearHerston,] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mawn,] three of the majority 
of this committee, placed? They, each and all, 
say the claim was hot a just demand against the 
United States, but that the law made it the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay it. Now, 
sir, these gentlemen were, with myself, members 
of the last Congress, and with me they voted for 
that bill; or, at least; they did not oppose it, nor 
did either of them even object to its passage. I, 
then, their construction of the law is correct, how 
do they stand excused for their action in binding 
the United States to pey what they say was an 
unjust claim which the United States ought not to 
have paid? By their action they assisted to make 
valid and just what they say was before invalid 
and unjust! By their aid the United States be- 
came bound to pay what they hold she ought al- 
ways to have repudiated. ‘This is the position in 
which these gentlemen are placed by their con- 
struction of the law; for it will hardly be denied 
that they gave the bill at least a negative support. 
For my own sake, more than theirs, and, more 
than all, for the sake of a just accountability as 
between Congress and the Secretary of the T'reas- 
ury, I rejoice in the conviction that their construc- 
tion is unwarranted and erroneous. If Congress 
had intended to recognize the justice and validity 
of the claim, and to pay it at all events, wherefore 
the necessity or propriety of referring it to the 
Secretary of the Treasury for examination and 
adjustment? If they meant to bind the Govern- 
ment, what was there for the Secretary of the 
Treasury to examine and adjust? And why an 
examination after the Government was bound? 
An examination was of no importance for any 
other purpose than to ascertain if the United States 
were liable to pay, and an adjustment by the Sec- 
retary was entirely unnecessary after that had 
been determined by Congress. It was the exam- 
ination in reference to ability, and not adjust- 
ment as to amount, that Congress desired to trans- 
fer. The question of liability — settled, the 
adjustment of the amount was not difficult. As 

roof of this, it need only be mentioned that Mr. 

alker paid the same amount that was liquidated 

by the British Government in 1775, only Feducing 
the same to our own currency. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not altogether ignorant of 
the strength of party prejudices; { know how 
they are accustomed to influence and control the 
Judgment ong the actions of men. I know, too, 
with what effect official patronage and power may 
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used to procure ; 

i, js for the interest en credit of officials should 
ie sustained, and it is by no means matter of sur- 
se to find those who are active in sustaining || 
jr. Walker, on the one hand, and Messrs Mere- 
jith, Johnson, and Crawford, on the other. If the 
law of 1348 is not construed according to the 
second resolution, then is Mr. Walker disgraced, | 
That construction will save him; and his friends || 
hold him in too high regard not to insist upon || 
| 


for such measures as | 
| 


that construction. The same construction is ne- | 
cessary to save Mr. Meredith from odium, and | 
his patronage and good will, just at this time, are | 
abundantly sufficient to procure opinions in favor | 
of that construction. ; 
in saying this, ! do not mean to imply that there || 
sre gentlemen on this floor that can be influenced 
by such considerations. I do not thus judge the | 
motives of members, But there are scribblers, | 
peitifoggers, and hangers-on, out of this Hall, | 
who, in their devotion to power that dispenses | 
patronage, have gravely argued that Congress in- || 
ended to “thorize the payment of the claim, no 
mattertf?. whom due; and that the law plainly || 
and fairly directs the payment, though found to | 
he due f¥om the Indians, Great Britain, or Geor- || 
gia, instead of the United States. This argu- || 
mentas so preposterous that it need only be stated || 
to refute itself. Has this Government become 
so rich and liberal that it is willing to pay the | 
debts of others? Has she become so lavish of 
the hard-earned treasure of the people that she 
will pay what the committee say she was not 
legally, equitably, or morally bound to pay? 

‘Bul, it 1s said, that if it was not intended that | 
we should pay it, unless it should be found due, 
fom the United States, it should have been 
so expressed in the law. ‘The answer to this is, 
that as we are not in thehabit of paying any- 
body’s debts but our own, a law which in terms || 
authorizes the examination and adjustment of a || 
claim, and the payment of what shall be found || 
due, can only mean that it shall be paid if found || 
due from us. Affirmative words making payment i 
dependent on this condition would be entirely || 
useless; while, for the reason that nobody can || 
suppose we intend to pay another’s debts, affirma- | 
tive words absolately and unconditionally assu- || 
ming the debt could alone be sufficient to au- | 
thorize such construction. | 

Sir, { maintain that the plain duty of the Secre- || 
tary of the Treasury, under that law, was to ex- || 
amine and inquire, Ist, Whether anything was | 
due on that claim from the United States; and if || 
so, 2d, To adjust and ascertain the amount that || 
was due. That there might have been individual || 
members who knew that the Secretary of the || 
Treasury would construe it as he did do, 1 will || 
not pretend to deny; for the claim had its special 
friends on this floor and around the Capitol. But 
if there were such, is it not reasonable to presume, 
that they had beforehand been informed of the 
construction that Mr. Walker would give it? I), 
do not allege that the bill was artfully drawn for || 
the purpose of Securing the payment of the claim || 
beyond mistake or peradventure, while all but its || 
peculiar friends regarded it as merely instructing || 
the Secretary to pay whatever should be foun 
due from the United States, on a thorough exam- 
ination of the justice of the claim, and the liability | 
of the Government. Were that true, there would 
be more of fraud and corruption in this case than 
the evidence proves. Whatever the friends of the 
claim, however, might have known or thought in 
relation to the construction that would be given tg 
the act, it cannot be believed that anybody else, 
who consented to its passage, entertained any idea 
that it could-bear the construction of Mr. Walker, | 
or that any attempt would be made to give it that 
construction. Sir, there was no chance for mis- 
Construction, except such as might be found ina 
isposition to set Congress at delanss, and to ap- 
Propriate the public funds without authority of | 
law. It was no part of the duty of the Secre- 
lary of the Treasury to pay the claim, however | 

just and meritorious, unless he should find that it || 
was due from the United States. The liberality of | 
Congress had not been exhibited by investing im 

with any such power. As the gentleman from 
Ohio has, with slight variation, well remarked in | 


| 


reference to another officer—whatever. may have | 


} 


' 
tf 
| 
j 








to his duty of executing the law the kinder office | 
of disp 


ensing the liberality of the Government. 
He was the legal custodian of the public treasure. 


As the guardian of it, the people had a right to 
look for its protection. 


Now, sir, another question involved in this 


matter, is the payment of interest by Secretary 
Meredith. 
question. 
ready, and I have no desire to run over the 
authorities that show most clearly and conclusivly | 
that there was no authority in law or precedent | 


{ do not propose to discuss it as a legal 
It has been most ably discussed al- 


for its allowance. Nor is it necessary for me to 


do so. Under the true and proper construction of 


the law of 1848, | hold that imterest was not due 
unless it was first ascertained and determined that, 


outside the law, the principal was due from the 


United States. Nor even then should interest 
have been allowed. 


W hat was that claim? Whatits 
The specific, exact amount fixed by 
Great Britain, and none other. ‘There was no 
claim for interest; it was for the principal alone. 


Again: no liabitity for interest rested on the Govern- | 


ment, for the reason that the principal was paid, 
not because it was found due, but on the ground 
that the Government had assumed the claim. But 


| if the claim was assumed, it was only the claim as | 


made, and that did not include interest. ‘The 
principal could not carry interest, unless it was 


paid as a just and valid debt; and those who hold, | 
| as | do, that the Government was neither liable for 


the claim, nor that she assumed it in the law of 


1848, will not need the authorities to satisfy them | 
| that interest was improperly paid. 
the view taken of this question, | can find no | 


But whatever 


groundon which interest coald have been allowed, 
and Secretary Meredith in paying it, and Attorney 
General Johnson in advising it to be paid, have 
taken a responsibility that cannot be sustained, 
and ought not to be tolerated. 


When this claim for interest was first presented | 
to Mr. Meredith, he found the opinion of two of | 
the late accounting officers of the ['reasury against | 


the allowance. He thereupon referred the case to 
Mr. Whittlesey, the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
by whom the question was again examined with 
great attention and ability. Mr. Whittlesey also 


| reported against the allowance; but determined, as 


it would seem, to find some excuse or pretext for 
overruling these several able opinions, Mr. 


Meredith at last presented the case tothe Attorney | 


General, who finally delivered an opinion so much 


sought for, and of which he has himself the mod- | 


esty to say, that it was “the only one which any 
lawyer of well-earned reputation could have 
given.’’ With such amiable assurance | do not 


desire to come in conflict, but I will dare to say, | 
| that it will be most fortunate for the pockets of 


‘the people, when legal opinions on questions of 


interest shall be given by a law officer who has | 
| earned his reputation by practice in courts where 
justice has precedence over generosity, and the || 
action jof executive officers is held subservient to | 


the control of Congress. 


What Mr. Meredith ought to have done, in my | 
| judgment, was this: Having doubts upon the 
question, as he professed to have, and the amount | 


involved being large, he should have submitted it 
to Congress, and taken their opinion as to what 


| was their meaning two vears ago, and not relied | 
on an opinion of the Attorney General as to what 
| it ought to have been or might have been. 
| gress holds the key of the Treasury, or should | 
| hold it, and if money may be taken from the pub- 
| lic purse on the mere opinions of executive officers, 


then indeed is Congress a useless appendage to 
the Government. 
reputation,” under such a system,’ would do all 
the necessary legislation of the country, as well as 
attend to his other minor duties. 

Of Mr. Crawford’s connection with this case, | 


am disposed to say little in Addition to what I have 
already said. ‘The relation he holds towards the 
Government is one that made it highly indelicate 
and improper, that he should allow a claim in 
which he was himself so largely interested, to be 
| prosecuted before either of the executive depart- 
ments while he should remain the head of one of 
n I care not whether his interest in the claim 
been liberal or illiberal, was not within his prov- | was known either to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
ince to determine. He was not the almoner of | or the Attorney General, or both. The fact that | 


them. 


an at A a 


That law required the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury to examine and adjust the | 
Galphin claim. 
extent? 


Con- | 


One “lawyer of well-earned | 
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tinued to aid, though not openty, in its prosecution 
for his own benefit, remains. [ do not say ke 
made use of his position to get this claim for in- 
terest allowed; nor does the impropriety of his 
conduct depend on this circumstance. He, with- 
out doubt, holds it to be proper, while in his offi- 
cial character he is required to pass upon claims 
and watch expenditures in one department, that 
he should continue the feed attorney for the prose- 
cution of claims in-another. But I cannot so re- 
gard it. It is something more and worse than im- 
propriety; and as one humble Representative of a 
constituency who have a common pride and a 
common interest in a just, honest, faithful, and 
honorable administration of every department of 
this Government, | raise my voice against it now 
and ever. 

Mr. BROOKS followed (in remarks which will 
be published in the Appendix) in reply, for tha 
|| most part, to the speech of Mn Toomns. 
| Mr. BRECK defended the views taken in the 
argument reported by himself (Mr. B.) in behalf 
of a minority of the select committee; replied to 
positions assumed by Messrs. Brooxs and Con- 
Ger, and maintained the justice and equity of the 
claim for both principal and interest. He depre- 
cated the hue and cry that had been raised by 
members of the House and by the public press 
| concerning the payment, and said that no gentle- 
man denied that it was a just claim on the part of 
Mr. Galphin, or pretended that it had ever been 
paid. He took the ground ihat the General Gov- 
| ernment had assumed the claim by the passage of 
| the act of 1848, and that the accounting officers 
had in their action carried out that construction of 
the act, which was sustained by law, equity, and 
precedents. 

Without concluding his remarks, he gave way 
to a motion by 4 

Mr. HOLMES, that the House adjourn; which 
being agreed to— 

The House adjourned. 





| 
| 


ee 





PETITIONS, &e, 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were 


presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 


By Mr. HAY: The petition of John Ackley, William P. 
Jenkins, and 78 others, cit zens of Atlantic county, New 
Jersey, praying for a modification of the tariff of \846 

By Mr. HOWE; The petition of George W. Baker and 
46 others, citizens of Clation county, Pennsytvania, praying 
Congress to modify the tariff. 

By Mr. MORRIS: The memorial of Lieutenant N. 8. 
Grant, of the United States army, praying to be discharged 
| from further obligations to tie Government for money whicis 
had been stolen from bim in Mexico in 1848. ™ 

By Mr. MANN, of Penneyivania: ‘he petition of William 
Scott; an invalid penfioner of the war of 1812, for arreare of 
pension. 

By Mr. MASON: The petition of John P. Kendal and 
| 39 other citizens of Kentucky, praying tht Congress pasa a 
law providing for the removal, from the country, of all thas 
portion of thé African race who are both willing and ready 
to emigrate to Africa, &c. 

By Mr. BUBL: The petition.of Ransom Cote and others, 
citizens of Hillsdale county, Michigan, tor a repeal of all 
laws sanctioning slavery in We District of Columbia. 

Also, the petition of the same, that no more slave States 
be admitted into the Union. 

Also, the petition of the same, for a law giving to fugitives 
from service the right of trial by jury. 

Also, the petition of the same, for the prohibition of sla- 
very and the slave trade in the territories. 

By Mr. STANTON, of Kentacky: The memorial of 
Henry ©. Harris, a citizen of Covington, Kentucky, praying 
Congress to pase some effective law for the proteetion of 
slaveholders against armed mobsin the free States, who re- 
sist the reclamation of fugitive slaves; and more effectually 
to guard against the stealing of slaves by the Abolitionia:s, 

By Mr. CARTER: The petition of 8S. Hunt and SY 
others, citizens of Massilion, Ohio, praying Congress to 
enact a law to protect human life on board steamboats, &e. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, July 1, 1850. 
| A message was received from the President of 
| the United States, transmitting a report from the 
| Secretary of War, prepared in answer to & resolu- 
| tion of the Senate of the 27th ultimo, requesting in- 
| formation of the proceedings of the Executive in 
| regard to the appointment of the officer now com- 
manding in New Mexico, and the orders and in- 
i 
| 





structions given to, and: correspondence with, him 
upon the subjects mentioned: in the resolution; 
which was read as follows: 
War DerarrMen’, 
W asuinoTon, July 1, 1850, 
Sim: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the reference to 
his De ent of the resolution of the Senate of the 97th 


the public bounty; nor had he a right to superadd he had an interest in the claim, and that he con- | uitimo, the first clause of which requests the President to 



















































































inform the Senate “ whether any person has been by him 
appointed civil of military governor of New Mexico since 
tie 401 day of March, 1849, and if so, whether the same 


individual still continues to act in that capacity, or, whether | ' 
discharged from the further considerauon of the 
|; Same, 

Also, from the same committee, to which was 
‘| referred the petition of the officers of the land | 


he bas been succeeded by some other person.”’ 

la reply to these inquiries | herewith enclose copies of 
the orders assignin 
command of the 
mand he still retains. 
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| Georgia Railroad Company; and the memorial of 
| the citizens of Alabama for a grant of land to the 


Brevet Colonel Joun Munroe to the || 
wth Military Department, which com- || 


ia reply lo the request for copies of the instructions and | 


orders given to said commanding officer, and correspond - 
eace with him, and for information as to the approval given 


tou of a goveramentin New Mexico in opposition to the 
surisdicuion claimed by the State of ‘Texas, I have the honor 
to state that all such orders, instructions, and correspoud- 
ence, have already been communicated to the Senate, in 
compliance with two previous resolutions of that body, and 
that all the proceedings of the Executive, through this De- 
Partiment aud its officers, in relation to the subject-matter 
of the resolution up to this date, are fully set forth therein. 


This Department has not received official information of | 


the prociamation sev forth in the resolution of the Senate to 
which Utes is ayeply. 
GEORGE W. CRAWFORD, Secretary of War. 


HeavQuaRTeRrs or THE ARMY, 
New York, May 26, 1349. 
Gevenat Ornvers, No. 3.—Brevet Colonel Johu Munroe, 


Qi Artillery, is assigned to duty in Departwent No. 9, and || 


will immediately repair to Santa Pé, via Port Leavenworth, 
and relieve Brevet Lieutenant Colonel Washington, now in 
command in New Mexico. By command of Major General 
Beou. 

W. T. FREGMAN, Assistant Adjutunt General. 


Waa Derarrment, Avsurant General's Orrice, 
W asuineron, June 23, 1849. 

Generat Ornvers, No. 35. —Brevei Colonel Joba Munroe, 
Major in the 2d R gunent of Artillery, having been ordered 
to Department No, Y, is by direction ot the President assigned 
ts duty according to his brevet rank for and during We me 
ve may, in virtue of such rank, exercise the duties of com- 
nauding oflicer of that deparuuent. By order: 

R. JONES, -édjutant General. 

The message and accompanying documents were 
then ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
até acommunicauion from the Department of War, 
taade in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 28th uluumo, calling for the report made 
to General Kiley by Lieutenant E. O. C. Ord, of a 
reconnoissance between Los Angeles and San 
Diego, in California, stating that said report was 
commuuicated to the Senate on the 27th of March 
last, as part of the information relative to the to- 
pography of California, called for by the resolu- 
vow of the 25th of February last; which was read 
eud ordered to lie on the table. 


MEMORIALS AND PETITIONS. 


Mr. CLAY presented a memorial from citizens 
ef Clarion county, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
asking a readjustment of the tariff on the princi- 
ple of specific duties and protection to domestic 
industry; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

Also, the memorial of G. Huntington, asking 
the enactment of an international copy-right law, 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and tre Patent Office 


Tuscaloosa Plank Road Company, asked to be 


office asking compensation for services in entering 


| military bounty-land warrants, asked to be dis- 


by the Executive to his acteor to the existence or conunua- || Charged from tne further consideration of the same; 


| which was agreed to. 


Also, from the same committee, to which was 


| referred the bill granting on certain conditions the 
| alternate sections of public lands along the route 
of the railroad from Pensacola, in the State of |! 


Florida, to Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, 


_and for other purposes, reported back the same 
| without amendment, and recommended thut it lie 


| on the table; which was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 


FeLcn to print five thousand copies of the report | 
of the Secretary of the Interior, communicating | 


to the House the report of Messrs. Foster and 


| Whitney on the geology of the copper lands of the 
| Lake Superior land district, reported in favor of |; 
the adopuon of the resolution; which was agreed | 


to. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution, 
which lies over under the rule: 

Resolved, ‘What the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate any information, if any has been received 
by the Government, showing thatan American vessel has 
been recently stopped on the high seas and searched by a 
British ship of war. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution, || 


which lies over one day under the rule: 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of the Navy, | 


made in cowpliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 


20th of May last, in relation to allowances to naval officers, | 


| be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, ith instruc- 


lions to inquire and report to the Senate what further legis- 


lation, if any, is necessary to enforce that provision of the | 


act of March 3, 1835, regulating the pay of the navy, prohib- 
iting any pay, compensation, or allowauce under any cir- 
cumstances whatever, except for traveling expenses when 
under orders, other than is provided for in said act, and that 
said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution, 


| which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President he reque ted to furnish the 


Senate the reports and map of Lieutenant J. D. Webster, || 


i] corps of topographical engineers, of a survey of the Gulf 


coast at the mouth of the Rio Grande and its vicinity. 
ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. YULEE asked permission to lay on the 


| table the following resolution, which lies over: 


Resvived, That the President of the Senate and the 


Speaker of the 


| respective Houses on Wednesday, the first day of August 


Also, two memorials from citizens of the United | 


States, asking the adoption of measures for pro- 


motung the emigration of the negroes of the United | 


Staies to Africa; which were laid on the table. 


next, at twelve m. 
NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. CLEMENS gave notice that he would to-" 


morrow, or some subsequent day, ask leave to 
introduce a bill granting the right of way and 
making a donation of Jand to the State of Alabama 


| in aid of the construction of the Girard railroad. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, submitied a doc- | 
ament m relauion to the claim of John R. Pritch- || 


ard to an increase of pension, which was referred | 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mer. CASS presented the petition of citizens of 
Erie county, in the State of Pennsylvania, asking 
the adoptiun of measures for preventing the destruc- 


VARIOUS ADVERSE REPORTS. 
The Senate then proceeded to consider, as in 


| Committee of the Whole, the adverse reports lying 


over, which were severally taken up and concurred 
| in, Viz: 


tion of hie and property by the accidental burning | 
ef steamboats; whica was referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Commitee on Public | 


Lands, to which was referred the bill to amend the 
act entcled *An act to raise for a limited ume an 
additional military foree and. for other purposes,” 


approved February 11, 1847, reported back the | 


same without amendment. 





referred the memorial of the Girard Railroad Com- || 


pany of Alabama for the right of way and agrant 


of land; the memorials of the Legislature of | 


Missourt in favor of a grant of land and the right 


of way for the Missourt and Mississippi Railroad | 


Company, and a grant of land for the 


ew Mad- | 


rid awd Stoddart Canal Company; the memorial | 


of the Rock Island and Lasalie Railroad Company 
for a grant of land; a peution from citizens of Ala- 


From the Committee on Public Lands: On the 


| memorial of James J. Stark; the petition of set- 


tlers on townships Nos. 43 and 44, in Missouri; 
the petition of Jacob W. Cummins; the memorial 


| of the trustees of the Protestant University of the 


United States at Cincinnati, Ohio. 
From the Committee on Pensions: The petition 
of Peter Grover; the documents relating to the 


| claim of Charles Larabee; and the petiuon of Mary 


Farrar. 
From the Committee of Claims: On the petition 


eres EL bs of Asa Andrews; on the petition of Eugene Van- 
. t ‘ re | 


ness and John M. Brush, executors of Nehemiah 
Brush. 

From the Committee on Commerce: On the res- 
olution requiring the Committee on Commerce to 
inquire into the expediency of providing a salary 
for the collector of the port of Middlexown, Con- 


| necticut. 


From the Committee on the Judiciary: On the 
petition of John P. Skionér and the Jegal repre- 
sentatives of Isaac Greene, asking to be relieved 


ama for the right of way for the Alabama und || from a judgment obtained against them as suréties 


|| over for the present. 





House of Representatives do adjourn their | 


July 1, 
| for Thomas Emerson, late pension 

| aoe > pen agent for Ver. 
| ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAp, 

| The report from the Committee of Claims 0 
the memorial of the Orange and Alexandria rail. 
road company, asking payment of the sum of 
$120,000, advanced by Virginia to the United 
States, with interest, was read, and laid on th 
table. f 

BOUNTY LANDS TO SEAMEN. 


On the motion of Mr. SHIELDS, the Sena; 
proceeded as in Committee of the. Whole, to the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 152, being * A bill 
granting a bounty in land to the seamen of the 
Gulf and Pacific squadrons, equal to that already 
cnet to soldiers and marines who served in the 
Mexican war.’’ ° 

Mr. SHIELDS. I moveto amend by inserting 
in the fifth line, after the word ‘to,’ the words 
‘* petty officers and,”’ so as to make it read « petiy 
officers and non-commissioned officers.” y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The qugstion js 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope that question may lie 
It may be found advisabje 
| that this bill should be attachedas an amendmen: 

to the bill which has come to us from the House, 


|| and I think also that its provisions should Le ex. 


| tended, so as to embrace another class of seamen. 
| lL hope the Senate will permit the bill to lie on the 
table ull another morning 

Mr. SHIELDS. This bill merely provides for 
the seamen who were engaged in the Gulf of Mex. 
| ico and on the Pdecific coast during the war wih 

Mexico, who suffered more in fact tian the sol. 
| diers. ‘The object of the bill is to put them on an 
| equal footing with the soldiers. I may state that 
| | have letters every day from these gallant tars, 
| and they do not suspect that there is a man in this 
Senate who will oppose this bill, and they would 
be far from suspecting that the chairman of the 
| Committe on Naval Affairs would oppose it. 

Mr. YULEE. They will learn, for the first 
time, from the speech of the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, that the chairman of the Con- 
mittee on Naval Affairs is opposed to it. | 
have expressed no such opinion. I have said, on 
the contrary, that justice might require an enlarge- 
ment of the bill so as te include others; and also, 
that there should be a discrimination, so that those 
who have received prize-money should be put on 
a different footing from those who have not. | 
| said I thought it might be advisable to attach this 
as an amendment to the bill of the House, granting 
| bounty lands to a large class of pergons not here- 
| tofore provided for. For these reasons, | have 
thought it best that it should lie on the table, that 
it may be so modified that all classes may be pro- 
| vided for. 

But I would state to the Senator from Illinois 
some facts, of which he may not be aware, but 
| which have come to the knowledge of the com- 
| mittee to which I think this should go. | under- 
stand that a large portion of the seamen whio 
served on the Mexican coast received prize-money. 
|The men of one squadron were entitled to the 
money from ten or fifteen ships captured by them. 
W hether they ever received the money or not, I 
| do not know; but | understand the officers received 
it. All these matters are proper to be investigated 
by the committee; and if the Senator from Illinois 
will consent to Jet it lie on the table a few days, we 
can ascertain what amendments may be proposed 
to improve the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of 








Mississippi. "When the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs took charge of this ques- 
tion, they had no intention whatever to trespass 
upon the os privileges, or duties of the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs. This bill was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, because it was 
confined to that portion of the naval and marine 
corps who had served on shore and who were not 
included in the original law. The bill reported by 
my colleague on the military committee (Mr. 
Surecps] contains a provision merely for the ma- 
rines and sailors who served on shore as infantry, 
and not for those seamen who merely served on 
board of vessels. Had it related to this class of 
seamen, then | grant the chairman of the Commit 
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on Naval Affairs that the matter would belong 
oy to that committee. T was, however, merely 





pa 


charge of the case. If it be thought necessary to 
wend this bill, IT have no objection whatever to 
rs being referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs and I hope my colleague wiill agree to it. 
“Mr. SHIELDS. I agree entirely with my col- 
yasue from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] and | will 
sen : 
ae Naval Affairs. . ' 
sion to correct a slight mistake with regard to the 
prize-money. fi 7 
have got prize-money. | know of no case in which 


yey had an Opportunity; and [ hope the matter 


will be fully investigated by the committee; be- 
cause | have the statement of the officers and also 


fthe department, as well as that of the poor | 


aailors themselves; and they will see that, whether 
they were entitled to prize-money or not, they 
yever received any. If the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs makes the motion 
wo refer this bill to that committee, | am perfectly 
willing that it should beso referred. 


Mr. YULEE. No,I shall not make such a 


00a. ° 

7 Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to move that this 
Lill be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
for one or two reasons. This bill, it appears to 
me, is the introduction of a new system. Here- 
tofore we have given lands by way of bounty, 
according to the contracts made with those who 
enlist in the public service. Now, sir, we are for- 
ectting these contracts and their fulfillment, and 
this Congress proposes to give lands not only to 


our own soldiers and sailors who have risked || 
their lives in the public service, and who are en- | 


titled to them by their contracts, but we have res- 


olutions to give these lands to everybody in the | 


world, foreigners and everybody else. Now, | 
want to suggest to the Naval Committee, when 
they take this subject under their consideration, if 
it should be referred to them, the propriety of in- 


troducing an amendment embracing such a pro- | 


vision as has heretofore existed in reference to 


these donations, to prevent the assignability of | 
these warrants, and the traffic in them, until the || 


soldier or the sailor gets his patent in his pocket. 
Mr. SHIELDS. That is it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Such a provision, I be- | 
lieve, is not included in this law, except by way || 


of reference. I have not, however, examined the 
bill so closely as the Senator from Iliinois, and am 


not able to say positively that such a provision is | 


not contained in the bill. This bill says that sailors 
shall be put upon the same footing with soldiers 
under an act to raise fora limited time an addi- 
uonal military force. Lt is the ninth section of that 


act that is to apply to the case of marines. I have | 


not read that section to see whether it contains the 
limitation | wish. Ifit is not in that section, but 


18 found in some other portion of the act, then | 
this reference to the ninth section will not adopt | 
the residue of the act which may impose a limita- | 


tion or restriction upon the vendability of these 


warrants. | mention this, so that such a provision || 
may be introduced into the bill; and if the ninth || 
section is not sufficient to embrace it, then | hope | 
it may be embraced by a distinct provision. I | 


make these remarks, because this appears to me 
to be a new system, and unless this restriction be 


putinto it, then the bill will only bea benefit to | 


the speculator. The sailors whom we wish to 
benefit would sell their warrants for a mere song, 


and we should not be conferring any benefit upon | 


them. I move that this bill be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. YULEE. I would state that I have been 
called upon by a class of officers whose case 
comes within the principle of this bill, but who 
are not provided for by it, and for whom it is 
proper we should provide in the same bill. I will 
further state that | have been called upon in per- 


son by one of the sailors who was engaged in the | 


Operations on the Mexican coast, and who in- 
formed me that the squadron was entitled to prize- 
money for some ten or fifteen vessels; but he had 
hot received his money, though he believed the 
officers had, and had gone off to Europe. 1 told 
im the committee would examine the matter. 

his fact shows that there is a necessity, or a pro- 


Priety at least, of looking into the matter. Be- | 


ing to state that it was on account of the service || have dealt with the soldiers, that we shou 
rege marines rendered on shore as infantry that | 
the military committee thought proper to take | 


t to this bill being referred to the Commit- | 
I will, however, take occa- | 


Ido not believe that any of them || 


|| time | have considered the matter, and have now 


} retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to re- 
3 

| 

| 


sides, I am inclined to think it will be a kindness 
te the sailors, considering how eae we 
ld give 
| them money tobe received from the purser with 
their pay, rather than to give them land or a right 
to a warrant for lands, half of which will be taken 
rE: by the fees of agents or land jobbers. But 
these will be matters for the committee to con- 
sider. 
Mr. KING. I hope this bill will be referred to 
| 
| 
| 
| 


It was accordingly so referred. 
PRIVATE BILL. 

On the motion of Mr. MILLER, the Senate 
took up for consideration Senate bill No. 189, 
| being the bill for the relief of Thomas M. Taylor 
| and Francis B. Stockton. 

The bill was considered in Committee of the | 
| Whole, and no amendment having been proposed, 
| it was reported to the Senate, ordered to be en- 
| grossed fora third reading, and was read a third 


|| ime, and passed. 


PRIVATE CLAIM. 
Mr. BUTLER. At my instance, the other 
| day, the joint resolution for the relief of Charles 
| F. Sibbald was laid upon the.tabdle. 


Since that 


| no objection to it. | move that it may now be taken 


| point, near the dividing line between Connecticut 


| up and disposed of. | 


The resolution was taken up accordingly. 


| few days since, and | was under the impression | 


then that the Senate wuuld see the propriety of || 
Prof y | lheve there would be much debate, or that the 


| not having this submitted to three persons named 
| there, in order to have justice done to the individ- | 
ual, [ stated then that the expense that would | 
| be incurred would be considerable, as we Knew 


claim referred the last session, and which created 

a considerable expense, when there was no neces- 
_ sity for it while there was an officer of the Gov- 
| ernment proper to settle these claims. If there is 

anything more due, or if there is anything to be 
| Submitted as additional evidence, then there may 
| be some propriety in authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reéxamine the case, and decide | 
upon it in reference to the new evidence. 
| to test the sense of the Senate, | propose to strike 
| out the three persons named and insert ‘* the Sec- 


examine the case.” 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
|| on striking out the words “ First Auditor, Second 
|| Comptroller, and Solicitor of the Treasury.” 

|| The motion was agreed to. 

|| Mr. KING. I now move to insert the words 
| ** the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby author- 
| ized to reéxamine the case.” 

| Mr. WHITCOMB. I am opposed to the prin- 
| ciple, where so large a claim is involved, of leav- 
| ing it to executive officers of the Government to 
| pass upon it without the supervision of Congress. 
|| If there can be an amendment reserving the 
power for Congress to supervise the matter, | 


it. 

Mr. CLAY. 
shall move to lay it upon the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed tor a third 
reading. 

The question being taken, the motion was deci- 
ded im the negative. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
| the bill for the admission of California as a State 
|| into the Union, to establish territorial govern- 
‘| ments for Utah and New Mexico, and making 
|| proposals to Texas for the establishment of her 
'| western and northern boundaries. 

Mr. COOPER resumed the remarks begun on 
‘| Saturday, and finished, after addressing the Sen- 
|| ate for two hours and a half, 
|| Mr. SEWARD rose simultaneously with Mr. 
| BELL and Mr. UPHAM, but gave way to Mr. 
| 


UPHAM, who addressed the Senate until near 4 
o’clock, when he gave way on the suggestion of 
|| Mr. BADGER,*without finishing, for a motion to 
|} adjourn. (See Appendix for the speech.] 

|| ‘The further consideration of the subject was 
|| then postponed until to-morrow at 12 0’ 
The Senate then adjourned. 


from the circumstance that took place during this | 
session, in consequence of the submission of a | 


In order | 


shall vote for it; otherwise, | must vote against 





If there is to be further debate, | | 






HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, July 2, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, asked the 
unanimous consent of the House to take up the 


bills from the Speaker’s table which would give 
rise to no debate. 


Mr. JONES objected, unless all bills could be 
taken up: he had no objection to that. 

Mr. NEWELL asked the unanimous consent 
to introduce a resolution, which was read for jn- 
formation, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to juquire into the expediency of making appropriations tw 
remove obstructions from the mouths of Shrewsbury aud 
Manas ,uan rivers, on the Atlantic coust of New Jersey 5 
also, into th = expediency of making an appropriation w pro- 
vide means for the preservation of life and property from 
slipwreck, similar te those now in use on the Long Island 

New Jersey shores,to be located, one a: Wateh bith 
aie 
Rhode Isiand, one on the south side of Manasquan river, 
New Jersey, others between those alrendy estabished on 
Long Island, and others between Cape May and Cape Hat- 
teras, On the Atlanue coasi; also, to paint the houses al- 
ready ereeted by order of the last Congress, and w provice 
certain articles jorthem which are now wanting, and Umt 
they report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr: Fe ATHERSTON objected, and catled for 
the regular order of business. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, renewed his 


> ’ ; 1] ar eal to the use b uUnanlimor ; 3 
Mr. KiNG. This resolution was discussed a || “'? ‘ House, by una a ROGER, NO 


take up the bills on the Speaker’s table, even if 
they should give rise to debate. He did not be- 


whole matter would take more than an 
Phey related to business merely; and it was im- 


| portant that they should be taken up and referred, 


He hoped his friend from Tennessee (Mir. J ones | 
and the House would agree wo the proposition, 


| There were three or four messages from the de- 


partments, in answer to resolutions calling for in- 


| formation; and there was a great accumulation of 


Senate bills and other matters: he hoped the House 


| would agree to clear the table. 


| proving the conduct of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. WiILMOTP objected, and called for the reg- 
ular order of business. 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 


The Speaker announced that the first business 
in order was the report of the select commuitiee 
upon the conduct of the Secretary of War ia con- 
nection with the Galphin case. 

Mr. BRECK (who had last evening given way 
to a motion to adjourn) resumed and concluded 
his remarks in defence of the payment of the 


| claim, principal and interest. 


Mr. SCHENCK made some remarks disap- 
tie 
concluded by offering a resoluuion, ac « swbstiture 
for the amendment proposed by Mr. Toomss yes- 
terday, which was read, as foliows: 

Resoived, That while this House, afier © fall iivestiva- 


| Fon,” does not ne Cause to lapute to the Becreiry of 
| War any corrupt * conduct” of trauduieut practice im pro- 


; Curing ott allowance and payment OF Lie Chats OF bine fe p- 


| Miterested in the prosecution of nm whik 


resentatives of George Galplin, yet it dves pot approve use 
“yelanon”’ Ww bat Claim im its, thal he comiaucd to be 
iL Was W be +x 
muined, adjudicated, and puid, by one of the depariacais 
of the Goverument, be Dinwell, at Wie sauce ume bomliag 
Oifice as the bead o: une Of tiOoe departments. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, addressed the 


| House during his hour, in defence of the claim and 


in reply to paris of Mr. Brooks's speech, anu of ihe 
reporto! Mr. Burt. He considered the propriety of 
the paymentof ihe principal bey ond Gouvt, the Gruy- 
ernment having expressly assumed the obligauon; 
and directed his argument principally to a Vindica- 
tion of the payment of interest, maintaining that 1 
was in accordance with ihe established practice of 


| this and of other Governmenis, and with justice. 
| He said it was universally admitted by geutiemen 


who had spoken, that the claun was good on (he 
part of Gaiphin, but (here was a difference of Opiu- 


| ion as to the proper payor; some contending that 


it was Georgia, otners Great Britain. Ii either case, 
he argued that it was binding on the United Siates; 
if Griginaily payabie by Georgia that 1 bad been 
assum d by the United States; and independentiy 
of this Bpecial assumption vy the act of 1848, thet 
jusuice required that Georgia should ve reicased of 
the obligation, because the lands were applied to 
the particular defence of the common county im 
the Scien. and came within the prinespies of 
the assumption act of 179U, and the act of Congress 
of 1832, and also in consideration of her cession 


hour. 
. 
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ey { 
the United States of that immense and valuable | 
territory, now composing the States of Alabama || 
and Mississippi. tf due from Great Britain, no 
principle of publi¢ law was better settled than that | 
the Government should protect its citizens, and in | 
case of failure to enforce the payment from foreign | 
Governments of the claims of its citizens, should 
itself assume the obligation. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON, as a member of the se- 
lect committee, defended the resolutions reported 
by that part of the committee with whom he had 
concurred, replying to the arguments in justifica- 
tion of the Secretary of War, and expressing his 
determination to demand a vote on each resolution 
separately, particularly with a view to the enact- 
ment of laws which should prevent any recurrence 
of the abuse which he believed to have been prac- 
ticed in the payment of interest on the Galphin 
claim. 

Mr. DISNEY then obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House during the hour. After de- 
claring that the debate, so far as it had gone, had 
only confirmed his convictionsas to the justice and 
propriety of the views set forth in the report he 
had heretofore made, he proceeded further to 
‘enforce these views by their application to the ar- 
guments of gentlemen on the other side of the 
House, and to reply tothe remarks of Messrs. 
Toomss and Steruens, of Georgia. 

[A full report of the above speeches will appear 
in the Appendix.] 


_ presented under the rule, and referred to the appro- | 


Mr. McKISSOCK then obtained the floor, but | 


ielded to 

Mr. SCHENCK, who said, that he desired that 
the amendment which he had offered should stand 
as a substitute for the resolution reported by the 
majority of the committee, 

Mr. 8. also offered the following amendment, 
to come in at the end of the resolution of Mr. 


Toomss: \! 


Provided, however, That this House is not understood as 
approving his relation to that claim, in continuing to be in- / 
terested in the prosecution of it when it was to be exam- 
ined, adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the 
Government, he himself being at the same time at the head 
of another of those departments; but the House cousiders 
that such conaection and interest of a member of the Cab- | 
inet with a claim pending and prosecuted before another 
department, would be dangerous as a precedent, and ought 
not to be sanctioned. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
offer the following as an amendment to the substi- 
tute of Mr. Scmencx, to come in after the word 
** approved:”’ 
~—~-"* bat decidedly dizapproves and dissents from the opin- 


ion given by the Attorney General in favor of an allowance 
of interest on said claim, and from the action of the Secre 


tury of the Treasury in paying the same; and it does not || 


approve the relation of the said Secretary of War to that | 
claim ta this’ — 

Mr. FEATHERSTON gave notice of his inten- 
tion to offer the resolution appended to Mr. Dis- 
NeY’s report aa a substiiute for the resolution re- 
ported by the majority of the committee. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn. | 

THE FOURTH. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, rose, he said, | 
to a privileged question. He moved that when 
the Elouse adjourns to-morrow, it adjourn to meet 
on Saturday next. 

As a reason for the motion, (Mr. T. said,) that 
Thursday was the Fourth of July; and that he 
hoped the friends of freedom in every part of the 
House would come up-and vote for the motion. 

Mr. PRESTON KING moved to amend by 
substituting Friday for Saturday. 

After some conversation— 

Mr. JONES raised the point of order on the 
motion of Mr. THompson. 
The SPEAKER sustained it, (on the ground 

that unanimous consent was required.) 

So the motion was not entertained. 


THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 


Me. BURT said that, unless the sense of the 
House should be indicated to the contrary, he | 
should feel it to be his duty toask the House to | 
dispose of this case to-morrow at two o’clock. 
And then the House adjourned. 


| 





NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Mlineis, geve notice under the rule, of 
his intention to ask leave to introduce a bill granting the | 
rightof way and making a donation of lands to the State of | 
iinola, te aid the State of Tlistois in the completion of the | 
a Cross Railroad from Quincy to the eastern line of © 

tate. : 








|| mea in the community in which 1 live. | 
‘| companied, when sent to me, by letters from a | 
! 





PETITIONS, &e. 


| priate committees: 


| By Mr. HAY: The petition of John L. N. Stratton, Wil- | 
liam Brown, and 42 others, citizens of Burlington county, | 
New Jersey, praying Congress not to renew or extend the 
patent for the Parker water-wheel. 
By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: Tie remonstrance of | 
George Torry and 280 others, citizeus of the disirict of | 
lands subject to sale at Washington, Mississippi, against the | 
removal of the land office from that place to Monucello. 
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IN SENATE. | 
i] Tuespvay, July 2, 1850. 
| 


Mr. SEWARD presented additional documents | 


|| relating to the petition of Elisha W. B. Moody; | 


| which were refered to the Committee on Com- | 
| merce. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented a memorial of mer- | 
chants and other citizens of New Haven, Connec- 
ticut, asking the erection of a new custom-house at | 
that place; setting fort that the comfortable and | 
convenient dispatch of public business requires the | 
construction of a new building; that the present | 


} 
custom-house was built more than forty years ago, } 


' as adwelling-house, with a storeand basement, and | 

is old and inconvenient; that an opportunity is now 
| offered of procuring at a fair price some additional 
| land, which, added to the old premises, would | 


| make all the accommodation that can be desired; || 


and expressing the hope that, as about all the rev- | 
| enue collected in Connecticut is paid in at New | 
Haven, Congress will not hesitate to provide a | 
suitable and permanent building; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. CHASE presented the petition of Henrietta 
Elsey, widow of a deceased surgeon in the army, 
asking to be allowed a pension; which was referred | 


| to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented a petition of | 
citizens of lowa, asking the establishment of a post 
‘route from Wintersett to Council Bluffs, in that | 
| State; which was referred to the Committee on the | 

Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Also, a memorial of citizens of Iowa, asking that | 
}a public vessel may be employed to convey dele- | 
' gates from the United States to the Peace Conven- | 
| uon at Frankfort, in Germany; which was referred | 
| to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. YULEE presented a memorial of officers of | 

| the Navy and the Marine corps; asking that mili- 

tary bounty lands may be granted to the officers, | 
seamen, and marines that served in the Seminole 

war; which was referred to the Committee on | 

Naval Affairs. 

MODIFICATION OF THE TARIFF. 

Mr. GREENE. I have received a memorial, | 
Mr. President, from a large number of highly re- | 
spectable citizen of Providence, Rhode Island, 


setting forth * that great depression exists in all | 


the industrial pursuits of that section of the coun- || 


| try; that large amounts of capital invested in me- | 
| chanical and manufacturing business are unprofit- | 
| able; that the prices of those products of which | 
| labor forms the greater part of the cost, are unusu- | 
ally low; and that, without a revival of business, 


|| of which they see no prospect except through the | 


interposition of Congress, they believe that many | 
establishments of business, which have heretofore 
given employment to large numbers of industrious | 


people, must be abandoned.’? ‘Lhe memorialists || 


-express their belief that the cause of this disas- | 
trous state of things is to be found in the operation | 
of the present revenue laws; that it arises from the | 
system of ad valorem duties, which presents such | 
strong temptations and so many facilities for the | 
| peipetration of fraud; and they ask Congress, as a | 
| remedy for this evil, to make the duties specific, | 


| average price at the time of the passage of the tariff of | 

| 1846.”" This memorial is signed by upwards of | 

| one hundred of the most respectable persons and | 
firms, and to it are appended the names of a large 

| portion of the most active and efficient business 


It was ac- 


| well-known firm of that city, and from one of our | 
| most intelligent merchants, giving their views in | 
| detail of the particular causes which have led to 


|, 


| the state of depression under which that commu- 
| nity is at this ume suffering, in consequence of the | 


' 
| present revenue system, 


: 
\) It isnot my intention, at this time, to go into | 


GLOBE. 


detail upon this subject. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were || present 


\| 
| 


| 





| 


j 
| 


| 
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| 
| 
| 












July 2, 


Ifa proper time should 








































































« That the yearly allowance provided in this act is all 
the pay, compensation, and allowance that shall be received 
under any circumstances whatever.’? 


And the former clause is as follows: 

‘‘ Nor’shall any allowance be made to him for rent of 
quarters, or to pay sent for furniture, or for ligits or fuel, or 
transporting baggage.”’ 

Well, sir, 1 would be content if that law was 
simply disregarded; but in the very face, and in 
contravention of it, the Secretary of the Navy, 00 
the 20th of October, 1842, issued an order by 
which h@gives to every captain an allowance for 
furniture equal to $1,571, and to every command- 
ant twelve per cent. off tnat, and to every lieuten- 
ant fifteen per cent. off that; so that there is an 
allowance not only without law, but against law. 
The law says no such allowance shail be made, 
and the Secretary of the Navy says it shall be 
made. Now, which is to prevail? I do not say 
that such an allowance is too much, but | say #t 
is an outrage that any allowance should be made 
in direct violation of a provision of the law. 

‘Mr. YULEE. It is, perhaps, proper I should 
say a single word in reply to the suggestion 0 
Senator from New Hampshire, As I understand 
him, his objection is to the allowance made for 
the furniture in the houses erected. for the officers 


in our navy-yards. Now, as I und 
matter, the Bitretary of the ‘Navy has simply pre- 


ent itself, I shall gladly avail myse! 
formation afforded os a the lettin ae the tn. — 
which I have received, so us to give due effec put 
the considerations presented in them. | shall p P = 
content myself by expressing the hope that the 3ls1 
subject which has, to the exclusion of eve th ; 
else, occupied the attention of Congress dur the —_ 
whole of the present session, will be speedily dj vided 
posed of in some way, so that we may be enabled a cert 
to direct our attention to the great practical int nn 
|| ests of the country; for not alone is that Gadiian on bo 
nity from which this memorial comes cuffering erty, 
from the want of action on the part of Conor, Gove 
in regard to this matter, but the interests of a and 8 
whole country are suffering severely from the of th 
same cause. [ move that this memorial be i. leave 
| ceived, and that it be referred to the Committee -~ 
Finance. - Sena 
Mr. DAWSON. I will propound an interros pay 
atory to my friend from Rhode Island, Teak M 
like to know from him whether it would be sat. are f 
isfaetory to the friends of pratection to have a pep at 
centage of ** thirty-six thirty”? and the recogniticy” 1885 
of protection up to that line? [A laugh. ] and 
Mr. GREENE, [| am not prepared to go into the a 
details invoived in that question now, and no one that 
knows better than my friend, the Senator from tary 
Georgia, that this is not exsetly the propef time a 
at which to answer his interrogatory ae > 
The memorial was referred to the Committes : 
on Finance. = 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ww 
Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mil. mn 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial pric 
of Ward B. Burnet, asking the repayment of the 
| expenses incurred by the Common Council of the Co 
city of New York in raising volunteers, reported eve 
a bill to reimburse the Common Council of New me 
York city for expenditures made for the first regi. pr 
ment of New York volunteers; which was read the 
and passed to a second reading. th 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER. ' 
Mr. YULEE, I move to reconsider the vote H 
of the Senate taken yesterday rejecting the joint w 
resolution for the relief of Charles F’, Sibbald. | 
With the consent of Mr. Yue this motion of 
was laid on the table. in 
ALLOWANCES TO NAVAL OFFICERS. il 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I submitted a res- . 
olution yesterday, intended to be directed to the 
Committee 6n Naval Affairs, making an inquiry a 
in relation to certain allowances made to naval of- 
ficers. If there is no other pressing business | 
ae like to have it taken up now and disposed : 
ot. \ 
_ resolution was accordingly taken up and t 
| read. : 
Mr. HALE. I wish to submit a single remark 
in explanation of the object of that resolution. By . 
the act of March, 1835, regulating the pay of the 
officers of the navy, and by which the pay was 
greatly raised, it is declared expressly in the last ' 
clause: 
| 
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